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JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR 
ELECTRIC DELIVERY COMPANY LLC 
AND AEP TEXAS INC. TO AMEND 
CERTIFICATES OF CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY FOR A DOUBLE 
CIRCUIT 345-KV TRANSMISSION 
LINES IN PECOS, REEVES, AND WARD 
COUNTIES, TEXAS (SAND LAKE — 
SOLSTICE CCN) 

OF TEXAS 

AFFIDAVIT ATTESTING TO THE PROVISION OF 
NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER TO LANDOWNERS  

STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF DALLAS 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared W. Chris Reily, known to 

me to be the person whose name is subscribed below who, upon oath deposed and stated as 

follows: 

1. My name is W. Chris Reily. My business address is 1616 Woodall Rodgers Fwy., Suite 

6A-012, Dallas, Texas, 75202. I am over eighteen (18) years of age and have never been 

convicted of a felony. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, and they 

are true and correct. 

2. I am currently employed as Regulatory Manager I, External Affairs, Oncor Electric 

Delivery Company LLC ("Oncor"), and I am authorized to make this Affidavit on behalf 

of Oncor. 

3. On June 26, 2019, the Public Utility Commission of Texas ("Commission") issued its 

Final Order in Docket No. 48785 addressing the joint application of Oncor Electric 
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Delivery Company LLC and AEP Texas, Inc. ("AEP Texas")to amend their certificates 

of convenience and necessity ("CCN") for the construction of the Sand Lake — Solstice 

345 kilovolt transmission line. 

4. In accordance with 16 Tex. Admin Code § 22.52(a)(6), on July 26, 2019, Oncor provided 

notice, by first class mail, of the entry of a Final Order in Docket No. 48785 to all owners 

of land, on its respective portion of the project, who previously received direct notice. 

5. Property owners with land that will be directly affected by the approved route of the new 

transmission line on Oncor's respective portion of the project were mailed a notice 

consisting of a copy of the Final Order issued by the Commission and an approved route 

map. A representative copy of the notice mailed by Oncor to each directly affected owner 

of land, with representative copies of the Final Order and approved route maps, as well as 

a list of the directly affected landowners, is attached to this affidavit as Attachment No. 1. 

6. Property owners of land who previously received direct notice and who will not be 

directly affected by any portion of the approved route of the new transmission line were 

mailed notice consisting of a statement that the land is no longer the subject of a pending 

proceeding and will not be directly affected by the approved facility. A representative 

copy of the notice mailed to each property owner that will not be directly affected, and a 

list of the landowners that were not directly affected, is attached to this affidavit as 

Attachment No. 2. 

7. Pipeline owners/operators who previously received courtesy direct notice of the 

application were mailed a notice consisting of a copy of the Final Order issued by the 

Commission and an approved route map. A representative copy of the notice mailed to 

Pipeline owners/operators, with representative copies of the Final Order and approved 
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route maps, as well as a list of these pipeline owners/operators, is attached to this 

affidavit as Attachment No. 3. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT. 

W. Chris Reily 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me on this the 6th day of August, 2019, to certify 
which witness my official hand and seal of office. 

•  
,t4 s!II,1 MICHELE M. GIBSON 

Notary Public, State of Texas 
TE.X.PNI4412  ,;•:: Comm. Expires 06-30-2022 

Notary ID 575631-8 

 

 

Notary Public, State of Texas 
My Commission expires: ¿e -30 - 
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611\1":"C:pR. 
Chris Reily 
Senior Regulatory Project Manager 

July 26, 2019 

Name 

Address 

City, ST Zip 

Subject: PUC Docket No. 48785 — JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR ELECTRIC DELIVERY 

COMPANY, LLC, AEP TEXAS INC. AND LCRA TRANMISSION SERVICES TO AMEND 

CERTIFICATES OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINES IN 

PECOS, REEVES, AND WARD COUNTIES, TEXAS 

Dear Landowner: 

On November 7, 2018, Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC (Oncor) and AEP Texas Inc. (AEP) 

filed an application with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (Commission) requesting 

authorization to construct the referenced transmission line project, known as the Sand Lake — 

Solstice 345 kV Transmission Line. At that time, formal notice of the filing was mailed to you as a 

property owner whose property could be affected by the outcome of the proceeding at the 

Commission. 

Pursuant to 16 Texas Administrative Code ("TAC") § 22.52(a)(6), this letter serves as notice that 

Oncor and AEP's application was considered and approved by the Commission, through a Final 

Order that was issued on June 26, 2019. The Final Order and a map showing the approved route are 

enclosed. 

If you have any questions about this notice, please call 214-486-4717 or email 

transmissionprojects@oncor.com. ATTACHMENT NO. 1 
Oncor 
1616 Woodall Rodgers Freeway 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Tel: 214-486-4717 
oncor.com 
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ftflegng PUC DOCKET NO. 48785 
SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-19-1265 
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Pm! 

JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR § PUBLIC UTILITY C SSISN 
ELECTRIC DELIVERY COMPANY, § 
LLC AND AEP TEXAS INC. TO 
AMEND CERTIFICATES OF 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR § 
A DOUBLE CIRCUIT 345-KV 
TRANSMISSION LINE IN PECOS, 
REEVES, AND WARD COUNTIES 
(SAND LAKE — SOLSTICE CCN) 

OF TÈXAS 

ORDER 

This Order addresses the joint application of Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC and 

AEP Texas Inc. to amend their certificates of convenience and necessity (CCN) for a 

proposed 345-kilovolt (kV) double-circuit transmission line in Pecos, Reeves, and Ward Counties, 

Texas.' The Commission adopts the proposal for decision (PFD), including findings of fact and 

conclusions of law, except as discussed in this Order. 

As discussed at its June 13, 2019 open meeting, the Commission adopts modified route 320 

recommended in the PFD, but also includes the intervenor requested modifications to links J1 and J7. 

The State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) Administrative Law Judges (ALJs) denied 

intervenor COG Operating LLC's (Concho's) requested link modifications because landowner 

consents for all requested modifications to route 320 had not been obtained before the record closed. 

Because Concho obtained landowner consents for requested modifications to links J1 and J7 after the 

SOAH ALJs' remanded the docket to the Commission, the Commission includes the modifications to 

links J1 and J7 in this Order. In addition, the Commission includes an ordering paragraph allowing 

Oncor and AEP Texas more flexibility in routing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice transmission line because 

the location is in the Permian Basin with substantial and highly concentrated oil and gas production. 

On the same day the Application was filed, LCRA Transmission Services Corporation and AEP Texas 
jointly filed an application to amend their CCNs for a proposed double-circuit 345 kV transmission line in Pecos 
County, Texas to interconnect the Bakersfield and Solstice stations (Bakersfield-to-Solstice project), which was 
assigned PUC Docket No. 48787 and SOAH Docket No. 473-19-1267. On November 15, 2018, Order No. 1 
consolidated the application and the application for the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project into Docket No. 48785. SOAH 
Order No. 1 at 3 (Nov. 15, 2018). SOAH Order No. 10 severed and remanded the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project to 
the Commission because of a comprehensive settlement reached with regard to that project 
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The Commission adds findings of fact 32A through 32F to reflect the procedural history after 

the SOAH ALJs issued the PFD. 

The Commission makes the following additions, modifications, and deletions to the proposal 

for decision filed by the SOAH ALJs. The Commission modifies the finding of fact heading entitled 

"TPWD's Comments and Recommendations" to read "Texas Parks and Wildlife Departments' 

Comments and Other Environmental Recommendations" to be more accurate. The Commission also 

modifies the heading entitled "Conditional Authority" to read "Limitation of Authority" for 

consistency with previous orders and accuracy. The Commission modifies finding of fact 30 for 

clarity. In addition, the Commission modifies finding of fact 157 and conclusions of law 7 and 9 for 

accuracy and to comport with other CCN orders of the Commission. Further, the Commission adds 

conclusion of law 3A because it is necessary under the Public Utility Regulatory Ace and Commission 

rules. Moreover, the Commission deletes conclusion of law 11 and moves its substance to new finding 

of fact 144A because it is not a proper conclusion of law. The Commission deletes conclusion of law 

15 because it is not a proper conclusion of law and is not consistent with recent Commission orders. 

In addition, the Commission makes other non-substantive changes for such matters as 

capitalization, spelling, grammar, punctuation, style, correction of numbering, and readability. 

I. Findings of Fact 

The Commission adopts the following findings of fact. 

Applicants 

1. Oncor is an investor-owned electric utility providing service under CCN number 30158. 

2. AEP Texas Inc. is an investor-owned electric utility providing service under CCN 

number 30170. 

Joint Application  

3. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed a joint application to amend their CCNs 

for the prOposed Sand Lake-to-Solstice double-circuit 345-kV triansmission facilities in 

Pecos, Reeves, and Ward counties. The application was assigned Docket No. 48785. 

2  Tex. Util. Code §§ 11.001--66.016 (PURA). 
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4. Oneor and AEP Texas retained Ha1ff Associates, Inc. to perform and prepare an 

environmental assessment and alternative route analysis for the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities. 

Procedural History 

5. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed the direct testimonies of their witnesses: 

Russell Marusak; Wilson Peppard; Thomas Reynolds, III; Brenda Perkins; and 

Brent Kawakami. AEP Texas filed corrected direct testimony of Thomas Reynolds, III, on 

November 29, 2018. 

6. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas as well as LCRA filed a motion to 

consolidate the consideration of this project with AEP Texas's and LCRA's proposed 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice 345-kV transmission facilities originally filed in Commission 

Docket No. 48787, to issue a protective order, and to refer this matter to SOAH. 

7. On November 14, 2018, the Commission issued an order of referral and preliminary order, 

referred this matter to SOAH, and identified a number of issues to be addressed. 

8. In SOAH Order No. 1 issued on November 15, 2018, the SOAH ALJs established the 

intervention deadline, consolidated Docket Nos. 48785 and 48787 into Docket No. 48785, 

provided notice of a prehearing conference, described jurisdiction, and provided other 

information. 

9. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH Ails provided notice that 

the hearing on the merits would convene at the SOAH offices in Austin, Texas at 9:00 a.m. 

on February 15, 2019, and continue on February 19-22, 2019. Also in SOAH Order No. 2, 

the ALJs granted the motions to intervene filed by Alan Zeman, Oxy (comprised of 

Occidental Permian Ltd.; Oxy Delaware Basin, LLC; Oxy USA Inc.; Oxy USA WTP LP; 

Houndstooth Resources, LLC; and Occidental West Texas Overthrust, Inc.), the City of 

Garfand, Elizabeth Graybill, and Mary Graybill-Rees. 
1 

10. Barbour, Inc. filed a statement of position on January 8, 2019. Zeman and Dwight 

Forrister, on behalf of the Forrister Generation-Skipping Trust, filed direct testimony on 

January 9, 2019. Charles H. Midgely filed direct testimony on behalf of Plains Marketing, 

L.P. and Plains Pipeline, L.P. (together, Plains Pipeline) on 
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January 10, 2019. Albert Mendoza filed direct testimony on behalf of Oxy on 

January 10, 2019. Terry Burkes filed direct testimony on behalf of COG Operating LLC 

(Concho) on January 10, 2019. Other testimony was filed in the consolidated docket 

relating to the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project. 

11 In SOAH Order No. 3 issued on January 15, 2019, the SOAH Ails granted intervenor 

status to the following parties interested in the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities: Cross V Ranch, LP; Barbour, Inc.; Forrister; Plains Pipeline; and 

Concho. Other intervenors granted party status who only had an interest in the Bakersfield-

to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities were: MMSmithfield Family Limited 

Partnership, Ltd.; Pettus Czar, Ltd.; Atmos Pipeline-Texas; Esther Dudley, MMEX 

Resources Corporation; Domingo Perez; Brockett & McNeel LLP; Kevin Wilson; and 

Dale and Dorothy Smith. SOAH Order No. 3 also granted the City of Garland's motion to 

withdraw as a party to this case. 

12. On January 15, 2019, the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department filed a letter regarding the 

proposed transmission facilities and made various comments and recommendations. 

13. On January 18, 2019, Commission Staff filed an objection to and motion to strike portions 

of certain intervenors' direct testimony regarding: (1) electromagnetic fields and 

associated health concerns; (2) anticipated future uses of property or diminution in property 

values; and (3) constmction-related transmission outages. Alternatively, Commission 

Staff requested that these portions of direct testimony be accorded appropriate evidentiary 

weight if found to be general statements of concern. 

14. On January 18, 2019, Oncor, AEP Texas, and LCRA filed a joint letter, in compliance with 

SOAH Order No. 3, identifying the intervenors who did not file direct testimony or a 

statement of position as of the date of the letter. 
; 

15. In SOAH Order No. 4 issued on January 24, 2019, the SOAH Ails identified intervenors 

who failed to file testimony or a statement of position by the January 10, 2019, deadline 

and proposed to remove these intervenors as parties to the proceeding. 

16. In SOAH Order No. 5 issued on January 30, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, which overruled 

Commission Staff s objections and denied the motion to strike but granted its alternative 
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request, determined that the challenged testimony would be considered intervenor 

statements of concern and given the appropriate evidentiary weight. 

17. On January 30, 2019, Commission Staff filed the direct testimony of its witness, 

David Bautista, regarding the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project. 

18. On February 4, 2019, Concho filed the cross-rebuttal testimony of Brent Lowery, and Oxy 

filed the cross-rebuttal testimony of Albert Mendoza. 

19. On February 6, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed the rebuttal testimony of Russell 

Marusak; Wilson Peppard; Thomas Reynolds, III; and Brenda Perkins. 

20. On February 6, 2019, Oncor, AEP Texas, and LCRA moved to admit the direct testimony 

of Brent Kawakami into the evidentiary record because there was no challenge to the need 

for either project. 

21. In SOAH Order No. 6 issued on February 8, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, which cancelled the 

need phase of the hearing on the merits, scheduled a prehearing conference in its place, and 

admitted into evidence Brent Kawakami's testimony supporting the need for both the Sand 

Lake-to-Solstice and Bakersfield-to-Solstice projects. 

22. On February 19, 2019, the hearing on the merits concerning routing of the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice proposed transmission line was held, at which the parties 

introduced their pre-filed testimony and other materials into evidence. Oncor, AEP Texas, 

and LCRA also filed a unanimous stipulation agreeing to the need for both the Bakersfield-

to-Solstice project and the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project, which was signed by all parties 

in the consolidated docket. 

23. In SOAH Order No. 9 issued on February 20, 2019, the SOAH Ails dismissed the 

following parties from the consolidated docket for failure to file testimony or statements 

of position in accordance with the requirements of SOAH Order No. 2: Cross V. 1 

Ranch, L.P.; Domingo Perez; MMEX Resources Corporation; Ester Dudley; Kevin 

Wilson; and Brockett & McNeel LLP. 

9 
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24. On February 21, 2019, the hearing on the merits concerning routing for the Sand 

Lake-to-Solstice project was held, at which the parties introduced their pre-filed testimony 

and other materials into evidence, and live testimony was presented. 

25. In SOAH Order No. 10 issued on February 22, 2019, the SOAH ALJs severed the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice project from consolidated Docket No. 48785 and remanding the 

application for the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project to the Commission to consider in light 

of the parties' settlement. 

26. Parties filed initial briefs on March 5 and 6, 2019, and reply briefs on March 12, 2019. 

27. On March 12, 2019, Concho filed a motion to admit landowner consent agreements and to 

keep the record open until March 19, 2019, to allow it time to receive and file additional 

landowner consent agreements. On the same date, Oxy filed a motion to admit landowner 

consent agreements and joined Concho in requesting that the record remain open until 

March 19, 2019. 

28. In SOAH Order No. 11 issued on March 13, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, granted Concho's and 

Oxy's motions to admit landowner consent agreements, extended the record close date to 

March 19, 2019, and required Concho, Oxy, and Plains Pipeline to file reports indicating 

which proposed modifications to routes 320 and 325 have received landowner consents. 

29. On March 19, 2019, Concho and Oxy filed a joint motion to admit additional landowner 

consents, but also reported that they had not yet obtained all landowner consents for their 

proposed modifications to routes 320 and 325. 

30. On March 19, 2019, Plains Pipeline filed a response to SOAH Order No. 11 in which it 

agreed to the relocation of Link B2. 

31. The evidentiary record closed in this docket on March 19, 2019. 

32. In SOAH Order No. 12 issued on March 25, 2019, the SOAH ALJs ladmitted Concho 

Exhibit 5 and Oxy Exhibit 7-2 filed on March 19, 2019. 

32A. On April 10, 2019, the SOAH ALJs issued a PFD. 
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32B. On April 23, 2019, Concho and Oxy filed a second joint motion to admit additional 

landowner consents, and reported that they had only obtained all landowner consents for 

their proposed modifications to links El and Fl on route 325. 

32C. On May 6, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed their motion to reopen the record and admit 

evidence regarding the cost of the proposed link B2 modification. 

32D. On June 5, 2019, Concho filed a motion to open the record and admit additional landowner 

consents, and reported that they had obtained all landowner consents for their proposed 

modifications to link K1 1 on route 325 and links J1 and J7 on route 320. 

32E. On June 13, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed their agreement on the proposed 

transmission-line ownership-division point. 

32F. At the June 13, 2019 open meeting, the Commission reopened the record and admitted 

Oncor and AEP Texas's evidence on the cost for the link B2 modification and Concho's 

final landowner consents for its requested modification to link Kll on route 325 and links 

J1 and J7 on route 320. 

Description of the Transmission Line 

33. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission line consists of a new 

double-circuit 345-kV line built on lattice steel tower structures, extending from Oncor's 

Sand-Lake switch station in Ward County to AEP Texas's Solstice-switch station in Pecos 

County. 

34. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project is 44.5 to 58.7 miles in length, depending on the selected 

route. 

35. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project also includes station work at the Sand Lake and Solstice 

switches. 

36. Oncor and AEP Texas will own, operate, and maintain their repective portions of the 

transmission line facilities including conductors, wires, structures, hardware, and 

easements. 

37. The application identified route 320 as the route that believe best meets the requirements 

of the Public Utility Regulatory Act and the Commission's rules. In addition, Oncor and 
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AEP Texas's application identified 28 other reasonable, feasible alternative routes, which 

Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff identified from among 408 preliminary alternative routes 

Halff developed in its environmental assessment and alternative route analysis filed with 

the application. 

38. The proposed routes are based on a right-of-way width of approximately 160 feet. None 

of the necessary rights of way have been acquired to date. 

39. Route 320 is approximately 44.5 miles in length and is the shortest alternative route. 

40. The estimated construction costs of the alternative routes range from 

approximately $98,220,000 to $126,903,000, excluding station costs. 

41. Route 320 is the least expensive alternative route and is $28,683,000 less expensive than 

the most expensive alternative route. 

42. All 29 routes identified in the application are viable, feasible, and reasonable from a land 

use, environmental, engineering, and cost perspective. 

43. Oncor and AEP Texas identified route 320 as the route that best addresses the 

Commission's routing criteria. 

Notice and Sufficiency of Application  

44. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas provided written notice of the filing of the 

application, including a link table, route descriptions, and maps: (1) to each county 

government in which any portion of the proposed facilities may be located; (2) to each 

municipality within five miles of the proposed facilities; (3) to each neighboring utility 

service within five miles of the proposed facilities; (4) to the Texas Office of Public Utility 

Counsel; (5) to the United States Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse; (6) to 

certain pipeline owners or operators; and (7) by first-class mail to each owner of land as 

stated on current county tax roll that the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project will directly affect 

if the requested certificate is granted. Oncor and AEP Texas also provided a copy of the 

environmental assessment and alternative route analysis to the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department. 

12 
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45. On November 20, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed an affidavit attesting to, among other 

things, their provision of a copy of the environmental assessment and alternative route 

analysis to the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and notice of the application to the 

Office of Public Utility Counsel, municipalities, counties, neighboring utilities, the 

Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse, and directly affected landowners. 

46. On November 26, 2018, Commission Staff recommended that Oncor and AEP Texas's 

application be deemed sufficient. 

47. On November 28, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed an affidavit attesting to notice of the 

application being published on November 15, 2018, in newspapers having general 

circulation in the counties where the CCN is being requested, including the Monahans 

News (Ward County), the Fort Stockton Pioneer (Pecos County), and the Pecos Enterprise 

(Reeves County). 

48. On December 6, 2018, Commission Staff recommended that Oncor and AEP Texas's 

notice be deemed sufficient. 

49. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH ALJs found the application 

to be sufficient and materially complete. 

50. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH ALJs approved of Oncor 

and AEP Texas's provision of notice of the application in this proceeding. 

51. On January 14, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed a supplemental affidavit attesting to re-

sent notices provided to certain directly affected landowners. 

52. In SOAH Order No. 4 issued on January 24, 2019, the SOAH ALJs approved Oncor and 

AEP Texas' supplemental notice affidavit as compliant with Commission rules. 

53. No party challenged the sufficiency of the application. 

Route Adequacy 

54. Oncor and AEP Texas, together with their routing consultant, Halff, developed, evaluated, 

and filed 29 geographically diverse alternative routes with the application. 

55. No party raised a route adequacy challenge. 

13 
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56. The application's 29 geogaphically diverse routes are an adequate rnmiber of reasonably 

differentiated alternative routes to conduct a proper evaluation. 

Public Input 

57. To develop information on community values for the transmission facilities, Oncor and 

AEP Texas held a public meeting on August 15, 2018 for the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities in Pecos, Texas, in accordance with 16 Texas 

Administrative Code (TAC) § 22.52. 

58. Oncor and AEP Texas mailed 775 individual written notices of the public meeting to all 

owners of property within 500 feet of the centerline of each preliminary alternative link. 

59. Oncor, on behalf of itself and AEP Texas, provided the Department of Defense Siting 

Clearinghouse with notice of the public meeting. 

60. On August 9, 2018, notice of the public meeting was published in the Fort Stockton 

Pioneer, a local newspaper of general circulation in Pecos County; the Monahans News, a 

local newspaper of general circulation in Ward County; and the Pecos Enterprise, a local 

newspaper of general circulation in Reeves County. 

61. Nine people signed in as attending the public meeting, including one member of the local 

media and one local official. 

62. Attendees of the public meeting were provided questionnaires. One person submitted a 

questionnaire at the public meeting and electronic data was received from the local official 

attendee after the meeting. 

63. The public feedback Oncor and AEP Texas received from the public meeting and from 

local, state, and federal agencies was evaluated and considered in determining the routes 

to be included in the application. Based on input, comments, information received at and 

following the public meeting, and additional analyses conducted by Oncor, 'AEP Texas, 

and Halff, revisions were made to the preliminary alternative route analysis. 

64. On September 17, 2018, the Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse informed Oncor 

and AEP Texas that its informal review concluded that the Sand Lake to Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities would have minimal impact on military operations in the area. 

14 
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65. Based on information Halff received from the public involvement program, in consultation 

with Oncor and AEP Texas, and subsequent reconnaissance surveys, portions of 36 

existing preliminary route links were modified, and several were divided for a net increase 

of five alternative links. 

Adequacy of Existing Service and Need for the Transmission Line 

66. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are needed to: (1) support load 

growth in the Far West Texas area; (2) address reliability violations under Electric 

Reliability Council of Texas, Inc. (ERCOT) reliability criteria and North American Electric 

Reliability Corporation (NERC) reliability standards; and (3) provide the infrastructure 

necessary to facilitate future transmission system expansion to continue to support that load 

growth. 

67. The Far West Texas area is experiencing rapidly growing load due primarily to oil and 

natural gas production, processing, and transportation, as well as associated economic 

expansion. On the nearby Culberson Loop transmission lines, between 2012 and 2017 the 

load rose from 29.3 megawatts (MW) to 246.4 MW. 

68. Based solely on actual load increases for Oncor substations and confirmed customer load 

increases (based on financially committed customer contracts), loads on the Culberson 

Loop lines are expected to increase significantly, with projected 2019 non-coincident 

summer peak load on these lines of 902 MW, and ultimately 1,549 MW of projected 

non-coincident summer peak load on these lines by 2022. 

69. If the load projection parameters are expanded to take into account pending requests that 

are currently being studied and contractually negotiated between Oncor and customers, 

there is a probable likelihood of even further gowth for non-coincident summer peak 

loads. Current projections estimate that, the non-coincident summer peak load will grow 

to 1,406 MW by 2020; 1,563 MW by 2021; and 1,639 MW by 2022. 1 

70. In April 2016, Oncor and AEP Texas submitted a suite of projects known as the Far West 

Texas Project for review by ERCOT's Regional Planning Group, an independent 

organization under PURA § 39.151. 
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71. ERCOT performed steady state and dynamic stability power flow studies during its review 

of the Far West Texas Project and found multiple violations under NERC Reliability 

Standard TPL-001-4. 

72. When reviewing the Far West Texas Project, ERCOT's steady state analysis identified the 

following violations: thermal violations on multiple lines in the Barilla Junction Area under 

single contingencies in both of the generation cases it studied; unsolvable contingencies; 

and various voltage violations and unacceptable voltage deviations in the Culberson Loop 

under one or both cases studied. 

73. ERCOT conducted detailed analyses and tests of four short-listed options. In June 2017, 

ERCOT' s Board of Directors endorsed construction of, among other things, a new 345-kV 

transmission line extending from Bakersfield to Solstice, to be built by LCRA and AEP 

Texas on double-circuit-capable 345-kV structures with one 345-kV circuit initially 

installed, and expansion of Solstice to include the installation of a 345-kV ring-bus 

arrangement with two 600 MVA, 345/138-kV autotransformers. 

74. In February 2018, Oncor submitted a suite of projects known as the Far West Texas 

Project 2 to ERCOT's Regional Planning Group. 

75. ERCOT conducted a review of the Far West Texas Project 2, found multiple reliability 

violations under NERC Reliability Standard TPL-001-4, and conducted detailed analyses 

of three short-listed options. In June 2018, ERCOT's Board of Directors endorsed 

construction of, among other things, a variation of the proposed Far West Texas Project 2 

to include the Sand Lake-to-Solstice double-circuit 345-kV line, expansion of the Sand 

Lake switch and additions at the Solstice switch, and a second circuit on the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice line, and it endorsed them as tier 1 transmission projects needed to 

support the reliability of the ERCOT transmission system. Further, ERCOT's Board of 

'	 Directors endorsed the proposed transmission facilities as critical to the reliability of the 

ERCOT transmission system under 16 TAC § 25.101(b)(3)(D). 

76. The Commission's certification rule, 16 TAC § 25.101(b)(3)(A)(ii)(I), states that 

ERCOT's recommendation must be given great weight in determining the need for a 

proposed transmission line project. 
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77. As approved by ERCOT, the Far West Texas Project 2 includes the following components 

relevant to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project: (i) expansion of the Sand Lake switch station 

to install two new 600 MVA, 345/138-kV autotransformers as well as additions at the 

Solstice switch station; and (ii) construction of an approximately 40-mile, 345-kV 

transmission line on double-circuit structures, with two circuits in place between Sand Lake 

and Solstice. 

78. During the course of its reviews, ERCOT evaluated numerous alternatives based on 

variations of different transmission solutions before endorsing the proposed transmission 

facilities as components of ERCOT's overall recommended transmission solution. 

79. ERCOT used cost and reliability performance comparisons to further narrow its analysis 

to several short-listed options to resolve the identified NERC violations, each of which 

included the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities. 

80. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will facilitate robust wholesale 

competition by facilitating the delivery of economical electric power at 345-kV from 

existing and future generation resources located both inside and outside of the project study 

areas to existing and future electric customers in those areas. 

81. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project is not proposed to interconnect new transmission service 

customers. 

82. Electric customers within the area of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project and other customers 

in the ERCOT system will benefit from the improved transmission system reliability and 

capacity provided by the proposed transmission facilities. 

83. Voltage upgrades, conductor bundling, and additional transformers were each considered 

and rejected as inadequate alternatives. 

, 84. Distribution alternatives to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities were 

considered and rejected because they would not improve the reliability and operational 

capability of the transmission system in the area. 
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85. All existing transmission facilities in the study areas were constructed and operate 

at 138-kV, and serve customers directly; thus, upgrading of voltage would require all 

customers and existing stations to be rebuilt to be served from 345-kV facilities. 

86. Conductor bundling would not address the reliability and operational issues under the 

contingencies of concern because any bundled circuits would necessarily be located on the 

same structures as the existing I38-kV lines in the area. Additionally, bundling conductors 

does not provide bi-directional looped service capability, which is needed to address the 

reliability and operational flexibility for existing and future customers. 

87. Adding transformers would not address the reliability and operational issues under the 

contingency of concern because new 345-138-kV transformers within the Culberson Loop 

would still be served from the planned Odessa EHV-to-Riverton/Moss-to-Riverton 345-kV 

transmission line. 

88. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will address critical reliability 

issues resulting from rapid load growth in an area of oil and natural gas development and 

associated economic expansion; more specifically, the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project will 

support load growth in the area, address reliability violations under ERCOT protocols and 

NERC reliability standards, and provide infrastructure necessary to facilitate future 

transmission system expansion, all of which will improve service for new and existing 

customers in the area. 

89. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will deliver 345-kV 

transmission to an area that is not currently served at this voltage. 

90. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are the best way to ensure 

adequate voltage in the Far West Texas area based on considerations of engineering, 

efficiency, reliability, costs, and benefits. 

91. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will improve transmission 

service in the Far West Texas area. 

92. No party has challenged the need for the proposed transmission facilities, and a unanimous 

stipulation concerning the need for the facilities was admitted into evidence. 
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Effect of Granting Certificate on Other Utilities 

93. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will not adversely affect service 

by other utilities in the area and will improve system reliability and capacity in the area. 

Estimated Costs 

94. The estimated costs for the alternative routes range from $98,220,000 to $126,903,000, 

excluding station costs. 

95. Oncor estimates the project-related modifications at the Sand Lake switch will cost 

approximately $17.6 million. AEP Texas estimates the project-related modifications to the 

Solstice switch will cost approximately $10.1 million for upgrades to interconnect the 

transmission line from Sand Lake. 

96. Oncor intends to finance its portion of the transmission facilities with a combination of 

debt and equity in compliance with its authorized capital structure. 

97. AEP Texas intends to finance its portion of the transmission facilities with a combination 

of debt and equity. 

Routes 

98. Route 320 is estimated to cost $98,220,000, excluding station costs, which is the least 

expensive of the alternative routes and $28,683,000 less than the most expensive 

alternative route filed with the application. 

99. Route 320 is 44.5 miles long and consists of links A, B2, B3, C2, D2, F3, G4, G51, 12,11, 

J7, Ll , and Z. 

100. Three other routes were addressed in testimony and at the hearing on the merits. Excluding 

substation costs, route 41 would cost $99,818,000 and is 45.7 miles in length; route 324 

would cost $105,272,000 and is 47.2 miles in length; and route 325 would 

cost $116,382,000 and is 53.7 rniles in length. 

101. Oxy and Concho proposed modifications to routes 325 and 320, but they had not obtained 

landowner consents from all landowners to implement those modifications as of 

March 19, 2019, when the record closed in this docket. 
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Prudent Avoidance 

102. Prudent avoidance is defined in 16 TAC § 25.101(a)(6) as the "limiting of exposures to 

electric and magnetic fields that can be avoided with reasonable investments of money and 

effort." 

103. The greatest number of habitable structures within 500 feet of the centerline of any 

alternative route is 66, and the least number of habitable structures within 500 feet of the 

centerline of any alternative route is two. 

104. Route 320 has 38 habitable structures within 500 feet of the centerline, of which 34 are 

mobile living or office units that are temporarily in place and appear to have no permanent 

foundations or permanent utilities in place. 

105. All of the alternative routes presented in the application, including route 320, conform to 

the Commission's policy of prudent avoidance as they reflect the limiting of exposure to 

electric and magnetic fields that can be avoided with reasonable investments of money and 

effort. 

106. A modification to link B2 on route 320, proposed and agreed to by Plains Pipeline, would 

bisect the western turn in that link, and result in 12 of 36 habitable structures otherwise on 

that link being more than 500 feet from the centerline of the modified link. 

Community Values 

107. The majority of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project area consists of rural, undeveloped land 

used primarily for oil and gas production, livestock grazing, and irrigated crop production. 

108. None of the identified routes traverse a heavily populated residential area. Whenever 

possible, Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff avoided identifying alternative route links near 

habitable structures. 

109. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities comport with the community 

values for the area it encompasses. 
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Usine or Parallelinz Compatible Riehts-d:Wav 

110. In developing alternative routes, Oncor and AEP Texas took into account the use of the 

paralleling of existing right-of-way, apparent property boundaries, and natural or cultural 

features. 

111. The alternative routes are adjacent to and parallel existing transmission lines, other existing 

right-of-way, and apparent property lines from 17.3% to 48.7% of the length of the route. 

112. Route 320 is parallel to existing compatible corridors, including existing transmission 

lines, public roads and highways, railroads, and apparent property boundaries, for 27.2% 

of its length. 

Enkineerinz Constraints 

113. The area encompassing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities is 

undergoing rapid development in energy infrastructure. 

Radio Towers and Other Electronic Installations 

114. There are no commercial AM radio transmitters within 10,000 feet of the centerline of 

route 320. 

115. There are no known FM, microwave, and other electronic installations located within 2,000 

feet of the centerline of route 320. One such installation is located within 2,000 feet of the 

centerline of route 325, and two such installations are located within 2,000 feet of the 

centerline of route 324. 

Airstrips and Airports 

116. The number of Federal Aviation Administration-registered airports with at least one 

runway more than 3,200 feet in length within 20,000 feet of the centerline of the alternative 

routes ranges from zero to two. 

1171 . There are no Federal Aviation Administration-regisered airports with at least one runway 

more than 3,200 feet in length within 20,000 feet of the centerlines of route 320, 41, 324, 

or 325. 

118. There are no private airstrips within 10,000 feet of the centerline of any of the alternative 

routes. 
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119. There are no heliports within 5,000 feet of the centerline of any of the alternative routes. 

Irrization Systems 

120. With the exception of routes 370 and 404, none of the alternative routes, including 

route 320, impact any agricultural cropland with mobile irrigation systems. 

Recreational and Park Areas 

121. None of the alternative routes, including route 320, directly cross any park or recreational 

areas. 

122. No parks or recreational areas are located within 1,000 feet of the centerline of any of the 

alternative routes, including route 320. 

123. No significant impacts to the use of parks or recreation facilities located within the study 

area are anticipated from any of the alternative routes, including route 320. 

Historical and Archaeolozical Values 

124. The number of recorded cultural resource sites crossed by an alternative route ranges from 

zero to two. 

125. Routes 320, 41, and 324 do not cross any recorded cultural resource sites. 

126. Route 325 crosses one recorded cultural resource. 

127. No significant impacts to historical and archaeological values are anticipated from 

route 320. 

Aesthetic Values 

128. The length of the route within the foreground visual zone of United States and state 

highways of the alternative routes ranges from 14,222 to 32,979 feet. 

129. Routes 320, 41, and 324 each have 20,298 feet within the foreground visual zone of United 

States and state highways. 1 

130. Route 325 has 32,979 feet within the foreground visual zone of United States and state 

highways. 
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Environmental Intezrity 

131. The environmental assessment and alternative route analysis analyzed the possible impacts 

of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities on numerous different 

environmental factors. 

132. Oncor, AEP Texas, and Ha1ff appropriately performed an evaluation of the impacts of the 

Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities on the environment, including 

endangered and threatened species. 

133. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas minimize the amount of flora and fauna 

disturbed during construction of the transmission facilities. 

134. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas re-vegetate cleared and disturbed areas using 

native species and consider landowner preferences in doing so. 

135. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas avoid, to the maximum extent reasonably 

possible, causing adverse environmental impacts to sensitive plant and animal species and 

their habitats as identified by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

136. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas implement erosion control measures and return 

each affected landowner's property to its original contours and grades unless otherwise 

agreed to by the landowners. It is not appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas restore 

original contours and grades where different contours and grades are necessary to ensure 

the safety or stability of any transmission line's structures or the safe operation and 

maintenance of the transmission lines. 

137. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas exercise extreme care to avoid affecting 

non-targeted vegetation or animal life when using chemical herbicides to control vegetation 

within the right-of-way, and such herbicide use must comply with the rules and guidelines 

established in the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and with Texas 

Department of Agriculture regulations. 

138. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas use best management practices to minimize the 

potential impact to migratory birds and threatened or endangered species. 
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139. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are not anticipated to 

significantly adversely affect populations of any federally-listed endangered or threatened 

species. 

140. No significant impacts to geological resources, hydrological resources, wetland resources, 

ecological resources, endangered and threatened species, land use, or environmental 

integrity are anticipated because of the construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities. 

Probable Improvement of Service or Lowering of Consumer Cost 

141. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are needed to satisfy reliability 

and load growth issues in the project area, and it will result in improved service to electric 

customers for the reasons described in the findings of fact addressing the need for the Sand 

Lake to Solstice proposed transmission facilities. 

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's Comments and Other Environmental 
Recommendations 

142. On January 15, 2019, the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department filed a letter making 

various comments and recommendations regarding the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities. 

143. Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's comment letter addressed issues relating to impacts 

on ecology and the environment, but did not consider the other factors the Commission and 

utilities must consider in CCN applications. 

144. Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff have taken into consideration the recommendations offered 

by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department. 

144A. No modifications to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are required 

because of the recommendations and comments made by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 
1 

DepartMent. 

145. Halff relied on habitat descriptions from various sources, including the Texas Natural 

Diversity Database and other sources provided by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department, along with observations from field reconnaissance, to determine whether 

habitat for some species is present in the area encompassing the transmission facilities. 
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146. Once the Commission approves a route, Oncor and AEP Texas can each undertake on-the-

ground measures to identify potential endangered or threatened species' habitats and 

respond appropriately. 

147. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will use avoidance and mitigation procedures to 

comply with laws protecting federally listed species. 

148. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will revegetate the new right-of-way as necessary and 

according to Oncor's and AEP Texas's vegetation management practices, the storm water 

pollution prevention plan developed for construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities, and, in many instances, landowner preferences or 

requests. 

149. Oncor's and AEP Texas's standard vegetation removal, construction, and maintenance 

practices adequately mitigate concerns expressed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department. 

150. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will use appropriate avian protection procedures. 

151. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will comply with all environmental laws and 

regulations, including those governing threatened and endangered species. 

152. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will comply with all applicable regulatory 

requirements in constructing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities, 

including any applicable requirements under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

153. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will coordinate with the United States Fish and 

Wildlife Service and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department if threatened or endangered 

species' habitats are identified during field surveys. 

154. Environmental permitting and mitigation measures are determined after a route is approved 

bY the Commission and on-the-ground surveys are coinpleted for the route. Should 

construction affect federally-listed species or their habitat or affect water under the 

jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers or the Texas Commission on 

Environmental Quality, Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will coordinate with the 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, United States Army Corps of Engineers, and the 
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality as appropriate to coordinate permitting and 

any required mitigation. 

155. The standard mitigation requirements included in the ordering paragraphs in this Order, 

coupled with Oncor's and AEP Texas's current practices, are reasonable measures for a 

transmission service provider to undertake when constructing a transmission line and are 

sufficient to address the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's comments and 

recommendations. 

Permits 

156. Before beginning construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission 

facilities, it is appropriate for Oncor and AEP Texas to each conduct a field assessment of 

each utility's portion of the transmission line to identify water resources, cultural resources, 

potential migratory bird issues, and threatened and endangered-species' habitats impacted 

as a result of the transmission line. As a result of these assessments, Oncor and AEP Texas 

will each identify any additional permits that are necessary, will consult any required 

agencies, will obtain all necessary permits, and will comply with the relevant permit 

conditions during construction and operation of their respective portions of the 

transmission line. 

Coastal Manneement Proffram  

157. Under 16 TAC § 25.102(a), the Commission may grant a certificate for the construction of 

generating or transmission facilities within the coastal boundary only when it finds that the 

proposed facilities are consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the Coastal 

Management Program or that the proposed facilities will not have any direct and significant 

impacts on any of the applicable coastal natural resource areas. 

158. No part of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are located within 

the boundary of the Coastal Management Program as defined in 31 TAC § 501.3(b). 

Effect on the State's Renewable Enemy Goal 

159. The Texas Legislature established a goal in PURA § 39.904(a) for 10,000 megawatts of 

renewable capacity to be installed in Texas by Januwary 1, 2025. This goal has already been 

met. 
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160. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will not adversely affect the 

goal for renewable energy development established in PURA § 39.904(a). 

Limitation of Authority 

161. It is reasonable and appropriate for a CCN order not to be valid indefinitely because it is 

issued based on the facts known at the time of issuance. 

162. Seven years is a reasonable and appropriate limit to place on the authority granted in this 

Order to construct the transmission facilities. 

11. Conclusions of Law 

1. Oncor is a public utility as defined in PURA § 11.004 and an electric utility as defined in 

PURA § 31.002(6). 

2. AEP Texas is a public utility as defined in PURA § 11.004 and an electric utility as defined 

in PURA § 31.002(6). 

3. Oncor and AEP Texas each must obtain the approval of the Commission to construct the 

proposed transmission facilities and provide service to the public using those facilities. 

3A. PURA § 37.0541 required the consolidation of this proceeding (the application to amend 

Oncor's and AEP Texas's CNNs for construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

transmission line) with a separate proceeding (the application in Docket No. 48787 to 

amend LCRA's and AEP Texas's CCNs for construction of the Bakersfield-to-Solstice 

transmission line) because the two lines share a common point of intersection. 

4. The application is sufficient under 16 TAC § 22.75(d). 

5. This docket was processed in accordance with the requirements of PURA, the 

Administrative Procedure Act,3  and the Commission's rules. 

6. Oncor and AEP Texas each provided proper notice of the application in compliance with 

PURA § 37.054 and 16 TAC § 22.52(a). 

3  Administrative Procedure Act, Tex. Gov't Code §* 2001.001—.902. 
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7. Additional notice of the modified routes is not required under 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(3)(c). 

Oncor and AEP Texas are required to provide notice under 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(6). 

8. Oncor and AEP Texas each provided notice of the public open house meeting in 

compliance with 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(4). 

9. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities using route 320, with a 

modifications to link B2, J1 and J7 are necessary for the service, accommodation, 

convenience, or safety of the public within the meaning of PURA § 37.056(a). 

10. The Texas Coastal Management Program does not apply to any of the transmission 

facilities proposed in the application, and the requirements of 16 TAC § 25.102 do not 

apply to the application. 

11. [Deleted] 

12. The Commission has jurisdiction and authority over this matter under PURA §§ 14.001, 

32.001, 37.051, 37.053, 37.054, and 37.056. 

13. SOAH has jurisdiction to conduct a hearing on the merits and to prepare a proposal for 

decision under PURA § 14.053 and Texas Government Code §§ 2003.021 and 2003.049. 

14. The hearing on the merits was set, and notice of the hearing was provided, in compliance 

with PURA § 37.054 and Texas Government Code §§ 2001.051 and 2001.052. 

15. [Deleted] 

III. Ordering Paragraphs 

In accordance with these findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Commission issues 

the following orders: 

1. The Commission adopts the proposal for decision, including findings of fact and conclusions 

of law, except as discussed in this Order. 

2. The Commission approves the construction and operation of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities, as specified in this Order on route 320, comprised of the 

following links: A, B2, B3, C2, D2, F3, G4, G51, 12, J1, J7, Ll, Z, with the modification 
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to link B2 as recommended in the PFD and the modification to links J1 and J7 proposed 

by Concho (as reflected in Concho exhibit 2, page 15). 

3. The Commission amends Oncor's CCN number 30158 to include the construction and 

operation of the transmission facilities requested along links A, B2 modified, C2, D2, F3, 

and G4, including the dead-end structure located at the node between the links G4 and G51 

and labeled as the Sand Lake-to-Solstice terminus that will establish a new 

interconnections between Oncor and AEP Texas. 

4. The Commission amends AEP Texas's CCN number 30170 to include the construction 

and operation of the transmission facilities requested along links Z, Ll , J7 modified, J1 

modified, 12 and G51, excluding the dead-end structure located at the node between the 

links G4 and G51 and labeled as the Sand Lake-to-Solstice terminus.. 

5. The Commission limits the authority granted by this Order to a period of seven years from 

the date the order is signed unless the Sand Lake-to-Solstice transmission line is 

commercially energized before that time. 

6. If Oncor or AEP Texas or their contractors encounter any archaeological artifacts or other 

cultural resources during project construction, work must cease immediately in the vicinity 

of the artifact or resource and the discovery must be reported to the Texas Historical 

Commission. In that situation, Oncor and AEP Texas each must take action as directed by 

the Texas Historical Commission. 

7. Oncor and AEP Texas each must follow the procedures to protect raptors and migratory 

birds as outlined in the following publications: Reducing Avian Collisions with Power 

Lines: State of the Art in 2012, Edison Electric Institute and Avian Power Line Interaction 

Committee (APLIC); Washington, D.C. 2012; Suggested Practices for Avian Protection 

on Power Lines, The State of the Art in 2006, Edison Electric Institute, APLIC and the 

Califoinia Energy Commission, Washington, DC and Sacrainento, CA, 2006; and the 

Avian Protection Plan Guidelines, APLIC and United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 

April 2005. Oncor and AEP Texas each must take precautions to avoid disturbing occupied 

nests and take steps to minimize the impact of construction on migratory birds during the 

nesting season of the migyatory bird species identified in the area of construction. 
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8. Oncor and AEP Texas each must exercise extreme care to avoid affecting non-targeted 

vegetation or animal life when using chemical herbicides to control vegetation within 

rights-of-way. Oncor and AEP Texas each must ensure that the use of chemical herbicides 

to control vegetation within the rights-of-way complies with the rules and guidelines 

established in the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and with Texas 

Department of Agriculture regulations. 

9. Oncor and AEP Texas each must minimize the amount of flora and fauna disturbed during 

construction of the transmission line, except to the extent necessary to establish appropriate 

right-of-way clearance for the transmission line. In addition, Oncor and AEP Texas each 

must re-vegetate using native species and must consider landowner preferences and 

wildlife needs in doing so. Furthermore, to the maximum extent practical, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must avoid adverse environmental impact to sensitive plant and animal species 

and their habitats, as identified by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

10. Oncor and AEP Texas each must implement erosion control measures as appropriate. 

Erosion control measures may include inspection of the right-of-way before and during 

construction to identify erosion areas and implement special precautions as determined 

reasonable to minimize the impact of vehicular traffic over the areas. Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must return each affected landowner's property to its original contours and 

grades unless otherwise agreed to by the landowner or the landowner's representative. 

Neither Oncor nor AEP Texas will be required to restore original contours and grades 

where a different contour or grade is necessary to ensure the safety or stability of the 

structures or the safe operation and maintenance of the line. 

1 1. Oncor and AEP Texas each must use best management practices to minimize the potential 

impact to migratory birds and threatened or lendangered species. I 

12. Oncor and AEP Texas each must cooperate with directly affected landowners to implement 

minor deviations in the approved route to minimize the impact of the proposed transmission 

line facilities. Any minor deviations in the approved route must only directly affect 

• 
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landowners who received notice of the transmission line in accordance with 16 TAC 

§ 22.52(a)(3) and landowners that have agreed to the minor deviation. 

13. Due to the specific circumstances related to the Permian Basin and in the area of the 

proposed transmission facilities in particular, Oncor and AEP Texas are each permitted to 

deviate from the approved route in any instance in which the deviation would be more than 

a minor deviation, but only if the following two condition are met. First, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must receive consent from all landowners who would be affected by the 

deviation regardless of whether the affected landowner received notice of or participated 

in this proceeding. Second, the deviation must result in a reasonably direct path toward 

the terminus of the line and not cause an unreasonable increase in cost or delay the project. 

Unless these two conditions are met, this paragraph does not authorize either Oncor or AEP 

Texas to deviate from the approved route. 

14. Oncor and AEP Texas each must conduct surveys, if not already completed, to identify 

metallic pipelines that could be affected by the transmission line and coordinate with 

pipeline owners in modeling and analyzing potential hazards because of alternating-current 

interference affecting pipelines being paralleled. 

15. If possible, and subject to the other provisions of this Order, Oncor and AEP Texas each 

must prudently implement appropriate final design for the transmission lines to avoid being 

subject to the FAA's notification requirements. If required by federal law, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must notify and work with the FAA to ensure compliance with applicable 

federal laws and regulations. Neither Oncor nor AEP Texas are authorized to deviate 

materially from this Order to meet the FAA's recommendations or requirements. If a 

material change would be necessary to comply with the FAA's recommendations or 

requirements, Oncor and AEP Texas each must file an application to amend their CCNs as 

necessary. 

16. Oncor and AEP Texas each must identify any additional permits that are necessary, each 

must consult any required agencies (such as the United States Army Corps of Engineers 

and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service), each must obtain all necessary 
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environmental permits, and each must comply with the relevant conditions during 

construction and operation of the proposed transmission facilities. 

17. Oncor and AEP Texas each must include the transmission facilities approved by this Order 

on their monthly construction progress reports before the start of construction to reflect the 

final estimated cost and schedule in accordance with 16 TAC § 25.83(b). In addition, 

Oncor and AEP Texas each must provide final construction costs, with any necessary 

explanation for cost variance, after completion of construction when all costs have been 

identified. 

18. The Commission denies all other motions, and any other requests for general or specific 

relief, if not expressly granted. 

1  WIN 
Signed at Austin, Texas the  ../.., l9 --aay of June 2019. 

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF TEXAS 

I(Lt&it;riftaii 
DEANN T. WALKER, CHAIRMAN 
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ARTHUR C. D'ANDREA, COMMISSIONER 

SHELLY BOTKIN, COMMISSIONER 
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FID TRACT_NUMBER 

     

HABITAB LAST_NAME FIRST_NAME ATTN_TO_CA ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP SEGMENT 
1, 17 446, 450 

       

ALLGOOD ETHEL & R L 

 

PO BOX 96 BARSTOW TX 79719 NORTH 
28 31 

       

ARMOUR & CO-YOUNG TR 

  

PO BOX 600350 DALLAS TX 75360 NORTH 
16, 21, 38, 221, 223 1, 208 1, 21.8, 504, 224, 222, 221 : 65 BENNETT BRAD M. 

 

PO BOX 51510 MIDLAND TX 79710 NORTH 
12, 13 388, 388 1 

      

BLAKE OIL & GAS CORP 

  

400 N MAIN ST MIDLAND TX 79701 NORTH 
51 190 

       

Chalfant Operating Inc. 

  

PO Box 3123 MIDLAND TX 79702 NORTH 
57, 58, 62 89, 89 1, 90 

      

COLLIER RON 

 

1103 SOUTHERN HILLS RD KINGWOOD TX 77339 NORTH 
63 134 

       

DE LA ROSA MARTIN & ARAEL 

 

1604 W 1st St FORT STOCKTON TX 79735 NORTH 
24 109 1 

       

DOWNTAIN ROBERT 

 

25883 GALANTE WAY VALENCIA CA 91355 NORTH 
55 423 

       

GORDON HATTIE 

  

PO BOX 1113 PECOS TX 79772 NORTH 
71 505 

       

HILL NANCY A M 

 

PO BOX 387 STANFORD KY 40484 NORTH 
72 507 

       

1 A W LANDS LP 

  

5950 SHERRY LN STE 44C DALLAS TX 75225 NORTH 
66 419 

       

JEM RANCH LLC 

  

PO BOX 746 PECOS TX 79772 NORTH 
22 496 

       

KIRK KEN & JULIE 

 

16634 ROUND MT ROAD LEANDER TX 78641 NORTH 
67 433 

       

LUJAN MANUEL N 

 

PO BOX 35 BARSTOW TX 79719 NORTH 
40 66 

       

MACHUCA ANDY, SR 

 

PO BOX 852 PECOS TX 79772 NORTH 
5 476 

       

MONROE PROPERTIES 

  

306 W WALL STE 435 MIDLAND TX 79701 NORTH 
37 59 

       

OK GRIFFITH TRUST 

  

6121 N Beulah Ave FERNDALE WA 98248 NORTH 
53 420 

       

OXY USA INC 

  

5 GREENWAY PLAZA STE 110 HOUSTON TX 77046 NORTH 
36, 47 490, 492 

       

PLAINS PIPELINE LP 

  

PO BOX 4648 HOUSTON TX 77210 NORTH 
39 387 1 

       

SIEBER E HAYES TRUST 

 

C/O PROSPERITY BANK 1401 AVENUE Q LUBBOCK TX 79401 NORTH 
35 252 

       

STATE OF TEXAS 

  

1700 CONGRESS AVE AUSTIN TX 78701 NORTH 
48 68 

       

TOLLETT CECELIA 

 

PO BOX 261947 PLANO TX 75026 NORTH 
32 462 

       

VALENZUELA JAIME & NORMA 

 

PO BOX 363 PECOS TX 79772 NORTH 
27 422 

       

WARD COUNTY 

  

PO BOX 290 MONAHANS TX 79756 NORTH 
0, 42, 59, 7 295, 151, 152, 152 

      

WOLF BONE RANCH PARTNERS LLC 

  

110 W LOUISIANA AVE STE 500 MIDLAND Tx 79701 NORTH 
29 436 

       

WORSHAM BROS 

  

2315 TWIN GROVE DR KINGWOOD TX 77339 NORTH 



 

An AEP Company 

Chris Reily 
Senior Regulatory Project Manager 

July 26, 2019 

Name 

Address 

City, ST Zip 

Subject: PUC Docket No. 48785 — JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR ELECTRIC DELIVERY 

COMPANY, LLC, AEP TEXAS INC. AND LCRA TRANMISSION SERVICES TO AMEND 

CERTIFICATES OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINES IN 

PECOS, REEVES, AND WARD COUNTIES, TEXAS 

Dear Landowner: 

On November 7, 2018, Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC (Oncor) and AEP Texas Inc. (AEP) 

filed an application with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (Commission) requesting 

authorization to construct the referenced transmission line project, known as the Sand Lake — 

Solstice 345 kV Transmission Line. At that time, formal notice of the filing was mailed to you as a 

property owner whose property could be affected by the outcome of the proceeding at the 

Commission. 

Pursuant to 16 Texas Administrative Code ("TAC") § 22.52(a)(6), this letter serves as notice that 

Oncor and AEP's application was considered and approved by the Commission, through a Final 

Order that was issued on June 26, 2019. This letter serves as notice that your land will not be directly 

affected by the approved facilities and is no longer the subject of a pending proceeding at the Public 

Utility Commission of Texas. 

If you have any questions about this notice, please call 214-486-4717 or email 
ATTACHMENT NO. 2 

transmissionprojects@oncor.com. Oncor 
1616 Woodall Rodgers Freeway 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Tel: 214-486-4717 
oncor.com 

37 



Docket 48785 

Non-Affected Landowners 

TRACT_NUMBER _STRUCTU LAST_NAME FIRST_NAME ATTN_TO_CA ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP 

396 64, 63, 62 2T PARTNERSHIP LTD 

  

PO BOX 1149 PECOS TX 79772 

495 

 

44 CAPITAL LLC 

  

8407 CR 6930 LUBBOCK TX 79424 

449 

 

ALEX LEISA 

 

2603 WOLF MOON 

CONVERS 

E TX 78109 

36.1 

 

ARMSTRONG ERNEST E 

 

PO BOX 51510 MIDLAND TX 79710 

29 

 

ARRIS DELAWARE BASIN LLC 

  

950 17TH ST., SUITE 

1050 DENVER CO 80202 

363 

 

ARROWHEAD COMPANY 

  

PO BOX 1 

ROUND 

MOUNTAI 

N TX 78663 

369 

 

ASPEN GROVE ROYALTY 

COMPANY LLC 

  

PO BOX 10588 MIDLAND TX 79702 

454, 455 

 

AVARY ETAL G CI JR 

 

PO BOX 16 BARSTOW TX 79719 

43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 

48, 49, 50.1, 51, 

52, 53, 54, 55, 56 

 

BALMORHEA RANCHES INC 

  

8708 SAVANNAH 

AVE LUBBUCK TX 79424 

57 

 

BAPTIST FOUNDATION OF TEXAS 

  

1717 MAIN ST STE 

1400 DALLAS TX 75201 

58.1,58 

 

BARBOUR INC 

  

P.O. BOX 1056 NORMAN OK 73070 

477 

 

BATES I ELLEN GST EXEMPT TRUST 

  

2901 NE BLAKELEY 

ST #212 SEATTLE WA 98105 

227 

 

BAYLOR UNIVERSITY 

  

1 Bear PI Unit 

97110 WACO TX 76798 

62 

 

BINGHAM NEAL LEE 

 

700 Fm 1331 TAYLOR TX 76574 

394 

 

BISHOP JOHNNY 

 

PO BOX 2214 PECOS TX 79772 

517 

 

BLAKE JACK E 

 

400 N MAIN ST MIDLAND TX 79701 



377 

 

BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE 

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS SYSTEM 

 

C/O OFFICE OF 

GENERAL 

COUNSEL-

 

REAL ESTATE 

OFFICE 210 W 7TH STREET AUSTIN TX 78701 

473, 499 

 

BURKERHOLDER BOB RICHARD 

 

1801 W JEFFERSON 

ST PECOS TX 79772 

498 

 

CALLON PETROLEUM OPERATING 

COMPANY 

  

1401 ENCLAVE 

PARKWAY SUITE 

600 HOUSTON TX 77077 

409 

 

CARRASCO 

GUADALUPE 

G 

 

1290 CAMILLA CT MANTECA CA 95337 

361 

 

CENTENNIAL RESOURCE 

PRODUCTION LLC 

  

400 W ILLINOIS 

SUITE 1601 MIDLAND TX 79701 

131 

 

CHEVRON U S A INC 

  

PO BOX 285 HOUSTON TX 77001 

445, 447 

 

CHIMNEY HILL RESOURCES LLC 

  

PO BOX 471732 

FORT 

WORTH TX 76147 

129 

 

CHRISTS 

HERRON 

LEISA 

HOBSON 

 

1370 BUNN 

MCGRIFF RD 

CARTHAG 

E AR 71725 

379, 

20,22,23,24,102, 

102.1, 103,104 

 

CITY OF FT STOCKTON 

  

P.O. BOX 1000 

FORT 

STOCKTO 

N TX 79735 

277, 277.1, 277.2, 

277.3 

 

CITY OF PECOS 

  

PO BOX 929 PECOS TX 79772 

470 

 

CLH PROPERTIES LLC 

  

3400 HIGHWAY 229 

MANSFIEL 

D GA 30055 

442 

 

COG OPERATING LLC 

  

1900 DALROCK 

ROAD ROWLETT TX 75088 

484 

 

COMANCHE OIL & GAS CO 

  

505 N BIG SPRING 

ST STE 303 MIDLAND TX 79701 

466 

 

CORDOVA EFREN 

 

PO BOX 176 BARSTOW TX 79719 

194 

 

COVER VIRGINIA 

 

PO Box 207 ADKINS TX 78101 



426, 435, 481, 

488, 501 

 

CROSS V RANCH LP 

  

PO BOX 209 WEIR TX 78674 

350 

 

CUNNINGHAM RICKY L 

 

5215 CANADIAN 

AVE MIDLAND TX 79707 

451 

 

DANIELS MARK 

 

10607 OLD 

RUTLEDGE PIKE MASCOT TN 37806-1101 

413, 393 

50, 49, 48, 

47, 46, 45, 

44, 43, 42, 

41, 40, 39 DAUGHHETTE CLYDE L 

 

PO BOX 1241 PECOS TX 79772 

468 

 

DEEPROCK ENERGY RESOURCES 

LLC 

  

321 E BROADWAY 

ST CUSHING OK 74023 

534 

 

DEFORD 

MARION 

WIER 

 

1604 RABB RD Austin TX 78704 

372.1 

 

DEXTER PHILLIP 

 

1405 PEBBLE CREEK 

DR EULESS TX 76040 

458 

 

DOMINGUEZ DAVID 

 

1601 W 6TH ST PECOS TX 79772 

107 

 

DOWNES 

JOSHUA & 

LARA 

 

400 S Garfield St 

ARLINGTO 

N TX 22204 

489 

 

DUREN OVELLA 

 

5806 2ND STREET LUBBOCK TX 79416 

378 

 

EASTER SEAL SOCIETY FOR 

CRIPPLED CHILDREN & ADULTS TX 

  

8505 CROSS PARK 

DR STE 120 AUSTIN TX 78754 

314, 188 

 

ED ARMSTRONG RANCHES LP 

  

PO BOX 51510 MIDLAND TX 79710 

472 

 

ELLIS CLEO M 

EDMOND D 

BIANCHINI 351-A ST CLAIR 

BREAUX 

BRIDGE LA 70517 

185, 338.1 

 

ELLISON 

ROBERT A & 

HILLARY 

 

404 Clinton St 

BROOKLY 

N NY 11231 

430, 427 

 

FARRIS VICTORIA LEE 

 

308 E 8TH STREET 

SOUTHPO 

RT NC 28461 

118 

 

FIELDS BERT JR. 

 

12900 Preston Rd 

Ste 1115 DALLAS TX 75230 

513 

 

FINANCE ALL LLC 

  

20437 BRIGN WAY 

STE C 

TAHACHA 

PI CA 93561 



530 

 

FLOWERS 

SUSANN 

COUCH 

 

1651 COUNTY 

ROAD 116 

OLD 

GLORY TX 79540 

398 

 

FORBUSH LINDA 

 

3909 NE SEQUOIA 

ST 

LEES 

SUMMIT MO 64064 

232, 233 

 

FORRISTER GENERATION-SKIPPING 

TRUST 

  

4435 COUNTY RD 

123 

ROUND 

ROCK TX 78664 

359, 360, 353 

 

GELTEMEYER GWENDOLYN 

 

203 ROSEHEART 

SAN 

ANTONIO TX 78259 

443 

 

Gloria Lupton Tennison Family 

Trust 

  

1221 BROAD AVE 

FORT 

WORTH TX 76107 

237 

 

GOMEZ ALONZO & MAGDELINA 

  

2120 S PARK ST PECOS TX 79772 

95 

 

GONZALEZ 

M.R. JR & 

OSCAR 

 

PO BOX 1472 

FORT 

STOCKTO 

N TX 79735 

355 

 

GOODIN 

KAREN 

MCLAUGHLIN 

 

5433 LAKE 

MENDOTA DRIVE MADISON WI 53705 

524 37 GRADY BRUCE EARL 

 

PO BOX 1287 

MCCAME 

Y TX 79752 

130 

 

GRAVES ETTA P ESTATE 

  

10502 La Costa Dr AUSTIN TX 78747 

479, 483 

 

GREENBLATT LEON A 

 

401 S LA SALLE ST 

STE 203 CHICAGO IL 60605 

26 

 

HALCON ENERGY PROPERTIES INC 

  

1000 LOUISIANA 

STREET HOUSTON TX 77002 

199, 200, 201, 

202, 92, 147, 148, 

173, 174, 174.1, 

175, 213, 286, 

287, 288, 288.1, 

290, 291, 293, 

392, 405 

 

HANGING H RANCHES INC 

  

PO BOX 568 PECOS TX 79772 

127, 127.1 

 

HARDIN-SIMMONS UNIVERSITY 

  

1717 MAIN ST STE 

1400 DALLAS _TX 75201 



384 

 

HARGROVE 

JOHN 

CHARLES JR & 

ELIZABETH 

ANN 

 

120 DEER PARK 

COURT 

GRANBUR 

Y TX 76048 
132 

 

HARRISON ROGER, DBA 

 

PO Box 635 PECOS TX 79772 

438 

 

HARVEY ALAN 

 

2200 LAKE VILLAGE 

DR #124 

KINGWOO 

D TX 77339 

136 

 

HAWKINS INVESTMENTS INC 

  

300 BOARD OF 

TRADE PL 

NEW 

ORLEANS LA 70130 

371 

 

HICKMAN 

FREDERICK 

BRIAN 

 

3097 BROOKSONG 

CT DACULA GA 30019 

67 

 

HULSEY THALIA 

EARL R LESLIE 

III 

2500 CHESAPEAKE 

CT EULESS TX 76040 

160 

 

HUTCHINSON ELAINE HORD 

 

1905 S LAKELINE 

BLVD APT 201 

CEDAR 

PARK TX 78613 

60 

 

I C BELL INVESTMENT TRUST 

 

EMILY S BELL 

IND EXE & 

TTEE 2717 HUNTLY LN 

FLOWER 

MOUND TX 75022 

421, 425 

 

JETTA ENERGY RESOURCES III LLC 

  

777 TAYLOR STREET 

STE P1 

FORT 

WORTH TX 76102 

280.1 

 

JOHNSON KATHY KIEL 

 

PO BOX 1886 

WIMBERL 

EY TX 78676 

164 

 

JTJ FAMILY PROPERTIES LLC 

  

PO Box 2202 

BROWNW 

OOD TX 76804 

135 

 

KAHN TAMMIE 

 

9014 

SANDRINGHAM DR HOUSTON TX 77024 
347, 348 

 

KING AUSTIN I 

 

2217 DANVILLE ABILENE TX 79605 
255 

 

KINGSTON IDA FAYE 

 

PO Box 592 PECOS TX 79772 
65 

 

KNUST REINHOLD 

 

219 Rogers Hill Rd WACO TX 76705 

191 

 

LAYNE CHRISTENSEN COMPANY 

  

1800 HUGHES 

LANDING BLVD STE 

800 

THE 

WOODLA 

NDS TX 77380 
32 

 

LETLOW TRUST 

  

1626 W 3rd St PECOS TX 79772 



171 

 

LEVEILLE INTERESTS LLC 

  

1617 THIRD 

AVENUE PICAYUNE MS 39466 

176, 382 

 

LOWE ROYALTY PARTNERS LP 

  

PO BOX 4887 DEPT 

4 HOUSTON TX 77210 

343 

 

LUCKEL EB F JR EB F JR 

 

1959 EL DORADO 

AVE BERKELEY CA 94707 

75, 75.1, 248, 256, 

374 

 

MADERA VALLEY WATER SUPPLY 

  

PO BOX 9093 

VERHALE 

N TX 79772 

315, 315.1 

 

MANDUJANO BROTHERS 

  

4755 

WATERMELON 

ROW 

COYANOS 

A TX 79730 

366 

 

MANTI TARKA PERMIAN OPER LLC 

  

2 RIVERWAY STE 

1100 HOUSTON TX 77056 

323 

 

MARLENE MARGOT 

 

7805 CARRIAGE 

POINTE DR 

GIBSONT 

ON FL 33534 

178, 179 

 

MARROW HARRISON 

INTERESTLLCS, James C Marrow 

Trusts, Thomas A Marrow Trust, 

Mildred Ann Marrow Plyant and 

Charles S Harrison Trust 

  

1705 S CAPITAL OF 

TEXAS HWY ST AUSTIN TX 78746 

180 

 

MCALL DOLORES 

 

PO BOX 2206 MIDLAND TX 79702 

383 

 

MCCALL DOLORES L 

 

PO BOX 2206 MIDLAND TX 79702 

15 

 

McCOY LAND & CATTLE COMPANY 

  

PO BOX 1028 

SAN 

MARCOS TX 78667 

493 

 

MCKELL JAMES 

 

270 E 100 N HYRUM UT 84319 

187 

 

MCLAUGHLIN KATHLEEN 

 

1629 DOUGLAS DR 

MISSOUL 

A MT 59808 

400 

 

MEEKER INVESTMENTS INC 

  

PO BOX 6126 ALAMEDA CA 94501 

36.2 

 

MEEKER TRUST CHARLES R 

 

PO BOX 1479 

FT 

WORTH TX 76101 



119 

 

METCALF MARTHA 

C/O ROBERT 

METCALF 28 Taylor St SALEM NH 3079 

414 

 

MILLS F H JR 

 

PO BOX 465 MIDLAND TX 79702 

161, 161.1 

 

MJR Investments Ltd, Pritchett Joe 

P. and Victoria Trading Co 

  

PO BOX 1434 

EDINBUR 

G TX 78540 

98 

61, 60, 59, 

58, 57, 56, 

55, 54, 53, 

52, 51 MONTANE INDUSTRIES LLC 

  

3939 W Green Oaks 

Blvd Ste 202 

ARLINGTO 

N TX 76016 

317 

 

NAVUDUPALLI 

VIJAYAKUMA 

R 

 

3 BLUE WILLOW LN NEW CITY NY 10956 

170 

 

NBL PERMIAN LLC 

 

NOBLE 

ENERGY 

1001 NOBLE 

ENERGY WAY HOUSTON TX 77070 

192 

 

OKEEFE MARY 

 

13614 KINGSRIDE 

LN HOUSTON TX 77079 

385 

 

ONEY JOINT COMMUNITY 

PROPERTY 

 

C/O JOHN A 

ONEY 2631 W 100TH AVE 

ANCHORA 

GE AK 99515 

520 

 

ORR VENARD 

 

4337 SANTA RITA 

ST EL PASO TX 79902 

99 

 

OWENS 

CLEO C ETUX 

BETTY LOU 

 

3976 BLUFF ST NORCO CA 92860 

494 

 

PABST 

TRUDIE 

BILBERRY 

 

PO BOX 87049 

COLLEGE 

PARK GA 30337 

278, 503 

 

PARDUN DAVID L 

 

515 E CAREFREE 

HWY PBM#443 PHOENIX AZ 85085 

72 

 

PETROHAWK PROPERTIES LP 

  

1360 POST OAK 

BLVD STE 150 HOUSTON TX 77056 

406, 406.1 36 PLAINS MARKETING LP 

 

C/O 

PROPERTY 

TAX DEPT PO BOX 4648 HOUSTON TX 77210 

197 

 

PLOWMAN DONALD LEE ETUX 307 Leisure Ln VICTORIA TX 77901 

439 

 

PROCTOR 

ROY M & 

JUDY 

 

18124 HIGHWAY 36 GUSTINE TX 76455 



210 

 

QUINN B.E. SR. ESTATE PO BOX 163090 AUSTIN TX 78716 

357 

 

REESE FAMILY TRUST - BYPASS 

 

C/O TRUST 

TRS MICHAEL 

D 

EONARD 

6707 BARBERRY 

PLACE CARLSBAD CA 92011 

139 

 

RENZ 

SUSAN K. 

DODSON 

 

PO BOX 54 TOYAH TX 79785 
525 

 

RHOADS TINA GAY 

 

PO Box 2095 PECOS TX 79772 

336 

 

RICE JANA LEIGH 

 

7403 SAGE OAK 

TRAIL AUSTIN TX 78759 
464 

 

RODRIGUEZ NAT III 

 

PO BOX 7435 ODESSA TX 79760 

225 

 

RUDMAN PARTNERSHIP 

 

RUDMAN 

PARTNERSHIP 

4851 LYNDON B 

JOHNSON FWY STE DALLAS TX 75244 
411 

 

RUSSELL CRAIG ALAN 

 

8098 FLYNN LN DUBLIN OH 43017 

230 

 

SCARBROUGH M.A. HEIRS 

 

862 Scarbrough Rd SADLER TX 76264 
234 

 

SCHOOL - REEVES COUNTY 

  

PO BOX 806 PECOS TX 79772 

352 

 

SELF M D ETAL 

 

C/O HARDING 

& CARBONE 3903 BELLAIRE 

BLVD HOUSTON TX 77025 

532, 533 

 

SMITH ANN W 

 

PO BOX 189 

WHITE 

BLUFF TN 37187 

358 

 

SMITH CLAYTON N ESTATE 

  

14027 MEMORIAL 

DR HOUSTON TX 77079 

242 

 

SOUTHERN JB Heirs 271 JOHNNY LN 

SNEEDVIL 

LE TN 37869 

515 

 

SOUTHWEST ROYALTIES INC 

 

DMS & 

COMPANY PO BOX 5677 ABILENE TX 79608 
243, 244, 245, 

245.1, 246, 246.1 

 

STANDBERRY JOHN 

 

PO BOX 252 

SUGAR 

CITY CO 81076 

247 

 

STANFORD CHARLES C 

 

PO BOX 9025 

VERHALE 

N TX 79772 



528 

 

STAPLETON MAX 

 

2055 EAST RD HASKELL TX 79521 

487 

 

STRATTON LEE LIVING TRUST 

  

306 W WALL 

STREET STE 435 MIDLAND TX 79701 

342 

 

STRATTON LEE M TRUST 

 

C/O MONROE 

PROPERTIES 

306 WEST WALL ST 

STE 435 MIDLAND TX 79701 

21 

 

SUDDUTH 

RUTH 

KENNEDY 

 

137 TUTTLE LANE STOW MA 1775 

189 

 

TACKER MARGIE E 

 

1961 RIVER OAKS 

RD ABILENE TX 79606 

376 

 

TAKHAR 

JAGDIP & 

JASBIR TATLA 

C/O 

INDERJIT,RAN 

BIR,MANJEET 

SANDHU 

3972 W DURHAM 

FERRY RD TRACY CA 95304 
313, 313.1 38 TARIN IVETTE 

 

2419 S CACTUS ST PECOS TX 79772 

312.1 

 

TERRILL TERENCE W 

 

PO BOX 1417 

HOT 

SPRINGS AR 71902 
165,166 

 

Texas Agriculture Exp. Station 

  

PO Box 1549 Pecos TX 79772 

149 

 

TGR RANCHES LP 

  

1519 S Katherine St PECOS TX 79772 

390.1 

 

THE ROCKING B REVOCABLE 

TRUST 

  

PO BOX 16529 

FORT 

WORTH TX 76162 
310 

 

TOWN OF PECOS CITY TRUSTEE 

  

PO BOX 929 PECOS TX 79772 
526 

 

TRANS PECOS DAIRY INC 

  

PO BOX 850 PECOS TX 79772 

410 

 

TRIMBLE 

GEORGE B & 

GERALDINE 

 

20557 MARINE 

VIEW DR SW 

NORMAN 

DY PARK WA 98166 
339, 339.1 

 

TTT PROPERTIES LP 

  

PO BOX 272 CLAUDE TX 79019 

480 

 

UNION TEXAS PETROLEUM 

 

PROPERTY 

TAX PO BOX 941709 HOUSTON TX 77094 

318 

 

VALAMBHIA PRAKASH 

 

139 REEVES WAY 

PETERBOR 

OUGH CB PE15L-Y 

319 

 

WADE P KOEHL AND MIDLAND 

AOG PARTNERS 

  

PO BOX 793 MIDLAND TX 79702 



395 

 

WALKER BRET 

 

PO BOX 524 PECOS TX 79772 

402.1 

 

WALKER FAMILY TRUST 

 

C/O TRS 

MICHAEL H 

WALKER ETUX 

KAY 1859 N GLASELL ORANGE CA 92865 

386 

 

WALKING 0 SURFACE LP 

  

PO BOX 607 PECOS TX 79772 

112 

 

WALTERSCHEID TRUCKING & 

FARMS INC 

  

3226 S Tidwell Rd CARLSBAD NM 88220 

469, 478, 514, 519 

 

WCT COWBOY COUNTRY 

RANCHES LLC 

  

3618 ALDERWOOD 

MANOR EL PASO TX 79928 

283 

 

WEBSTER DANNY 

 

2513 Cross St 

LA 

CRESCENT 

A CA 91214 

284 

 

WEBSTER HEIRS 

  

2205 S FANNIN ST 

AMARILL 

0 TX 71019 

292 

 

WEINACHT DON LP 

  

PO BOX 326 

BALMORH 

EA TX 79718 

120.1, 497 

 

WILLIAMS 

CLAYTON W 

JR 

 

1900 DALROCK 

ROAD ROWLETT TX 75088 

25 

 

WOLF BONE RANCH 

 

PARTNERS 

LLC, 

OVERBECK 

PROPERTIES PO BOX 5874 MIDLAND TX 79704 

205, 206, 207, 335 

 

WP RANCHES FAMILY LTD 

 

C/O 

PARTNERSHIP PO BOX 24 

CHEROKE 

E TX 76832 

448, 452 

 

WYLIE LAURA M 

MARY WYLIE 

GREEN 1107 N 6TH ST ALPINE TX 79830 

527.1 

 

YOUNG JOEL 

 

2701 E 

AMBERWOOD DR PHOENIX AZ 85048 

216.1 

 

ZAWATI AHMAD 

 

6895 AIRPORT DR RIVERSIDE CA 92504 

529 

 

ZEMAN ALAN R 

 

PO BOX 810 PECOS TX 79772 



        

2000 POST OAK 

   

34, 35, 36, 37 

 

ZPZ DELAWARE I LLC 

  

BLVD STE 100 HOUSTON TX 77056 



CCN:DsR. 

 

An AEP Company 

Chris Reily 
Senior Regulatory Project Manager 

July 26, 2019 

Name 

Address 

City, ST Zip 

Subject: PUC Docket No. 48785 — JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR ELECTRIC DELIVERY 

COMPANY, LLC, AEP TEXAS INC. AND LCRA TRANMISSION SERVICES TO AMEND 

CERTIFICATES OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINES IN 

PECOS, REEVES, AND WARD COUNTIES, TEXAS 

Dear Pipeline Owner/Operator 

On November 7, 2018, Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC (Oncor) and AEP Texas Inc. (AEP) 

filed an application with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (Commission) requesting 

authorization to construct the referenced transmission line project, known as the Sand Lake — 

Solstice 345 kV Transmission Line. At that time, formal notice of the filing was mailed to you. 

Pursuant to 16 Texas Administrative Code ("TAC") § 22.52(a)(6), this letter serves as notice that 

Oncor and AEP's application was considered and approved by the Commission, through a Final 

Order that was issued on June 26, 2019. The Final Order and a map showing the approved route are 

enclosed. 

If you have any questions about this notice, please call 214-486-4717 or email 

transmissionprojects@oncor.com. 

ATTACHMENT NO. 3 
Oncor 
1616 Woodall Rodgers Freeway 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Tel: 214-486-4717 
oncor.com 
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PUC DOCKET NO. 48785 
SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-19-1265 

JOINT APPLICATION OF ONCOR 
ELECTRIC DELIVERY COMPANY, 
LLC AND AEP TEXAS INC. TO 
AMEND CERTIFICATES OF 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR 
A DOUBLE CIRCUIT 345-KV 
TRANSMISSION LINE IN PECOS, 
REEVES, AND WARD COUNTIES 
(SAND LAKE - SOLSTICE CCN) 

juk 26 Pfri tt 

PUBLIC UTILITY CQJJ SST:MI 

ÕF TEXAS 

ORDER 

This Order addresses the joint application of Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC and 

AEP Texas Inc. to amend their certificates of convenience and necessity (CCN) for a 

proposed 345-kilovolt (kV) double-circuit transmission line in Pecos, Reeves, and Ward Counties, 

Texas.' The Commission adopts the proposal for decision (PFD), including findings of fact and 

conclusions of law, except as discussed in this Order. 

As discussed at its June 13, 2019 open meeting, the Commission adopts modified route 320 

recommended in the PFD, but also includes the intervenor requested modifications to links J1 and J7. 

The State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) Administrative Law Judges (ALJs) denied 

intervenor COG Operating LLC's (Concho's) requested link modifications because landowner 

consents for all requested modifications to route 320 had not been obtained before the record closed. 

Because Concho obtained landowner consents for requested modifications to links J1 and J7 after the 

SOAH ALJs' remanded the docket to the Commission, the Commission includes the modifications to 

links 31 and J7 in this Order. In addition, the Commission includes an ordering paragraph allowing 

Oncor and AEP Texas more flexibility in routing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice transmission line because 

the location is in the Permian Basin with substantial and highly concentrated oil and gas production. 

On the same day the Application was filed, LCRA Transmission Services Corporation and AEP Texas 
jointly filed an application to amend their CCNs for a proposed double-circuit 345 kV transmission line in Pecos 
County, Texas to interconnect the Bakersfield and Solstice stations (Bakersfield-to-Solstice project), which was 
assigned PUC Docket No. 48787 and SOAH Docket No. 473-19-1267. On November 15, 2018, Order No. 1 
consolidated the application and the application for the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project into Docket No. 48785. SOAH 
Order No. 1 at 3 (Nov. 15, 2018). SOAH Order No. 10 severed and remanded the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project to 
the Commission because of a comprehensive settlement reached with regard to that project. 

NP/1, 



PUC Docket No. 48785 Order Page 2 of 28 
SOAll Docket No. 473-19-1265 

The Commission adds findings of fact 32A through 32F to reflect the procedural history after 

the SOAH ALis issued the PFD. 

The Commission makes the following additions, modifications, and deletions to the proposal 

for decision filed by the SOAH ALJs. The Commission modifies the finding of fact heading entitled 

"TPWD's Comments and Recommendations" to read "Texas Parks and Wildlife Departments' 

Comments and Other Environmental Recommendations" to be more accurate. The Commission also 

modifies the heading entitled "Conditional Authority" to read "Limitation of Authority" for 

consistency with previous orders and accuracy. The Commission modifies finding of fact 30 for 

clarity. In addition, the Commission modifies finding of fact 157 and conclusions of law 7 and 9 for 

accuracy and to comport with other CCN orders of the Commission. Further, the Commission adds 

conclusion of law 3A because it is necessary under the Public Utility Regulatory Ace and Commission 

rules. Moreover, the Commission deletes conclusion of law 11 and moves its substance to new finding 

of fact 144A because it is not a proper conclusion of law. The Commission deletes conclusion of law 

15 because it is not a proper conclusion of law and is not consistent with recent Commission orders. 

In addition, the Commission makes other non-substantive changes for such matters as 

capitalization, spelling, grammar, punctuation, style, correction of numbering, and readability. 

I. Findings of Fact 

The Commission adopts the following findings of fact. 

Applicants 

1. Oncor is an investor-owned electric utility providing service under CCN number 30158. 

2. AEP Texas Inc. is an investor-owned electric utility providing service under CCN 

number 30170. 

Joint Application  

3. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed a joint application to amend their CCNs 

for the prOposed Sand Lake-to-Solstice double-circuit 345-kV triansmission facilities in 

Pecos, Reeves, and Ward counties. The application was assigned Docket No. 48785. 

2  Tex. Util. Code §§ 11.001-66.016 (PURA). 
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4. Oncor and AEP Texas retained Ha1ff Associates, Inc. to perform and prepare an 

environmental assessment and alternative route analysis for the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities. 

Procedural History 

5. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed the direct testimonies of their witnesses: 

Russell Marusak; Wilson Peppard; Thomas Reynolds, III; Brenda Perkins; and 

Brent Kawakami. AEP Texas filed corrected direct testimony of Thomas Reynolds, III, on 

November 29, 2018. 

6. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas as well as LCRA filed a motion to 

consolidate the consideration of this project with AEP Texas's and LCRA's proposed 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice 345-kV transmission facilities originally filed in Commission 

Docket No. 48787, to issue a protective order, and to refer this matter to SOAH. 

7. On November 14, 2018, the Commission issued an order of referral and preliminary order, 

referred this matter to SOAH, and identified a number of issues to be addressed. 

8. In SOAH Order No. 1 issued on November 15, 2018, the SOAH ALJs established the 

intervention deadline, consolidated Docket Nos. 48785 and 48787 into Docket No. 48785, 

provided notice of a prehearing conference, described jurisdiction, and provided other 

information. 

9. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH ALJs provided notice that 

the hearing on the merits would convene at the SOAH offices in Austin, Texas at 9:00 a.m. 

on February 15, 2019, and continue on February 19-22, 2019. Also in SOAH Order No. 2, 

the ALJs granted the motions to intervene filed by Alan Zeman, Oxy (comprised of 

Occidental Permian Ltd.; Oxy Delaware Basin, LLC; Oxy USA Inc.; Oxy USA WTP LP; 

Houndstooth Resources, LLC; and Occidental West Texas Overthrust, Inc.), the City of 

Gariand, Elizabeth Graybill, and Mary Graybill-Rees. 

10. Barbour, Inc. filed a statement of position on January 8, 2019. Zeman and Dwight 

Forrister, on behalf of the Forrister Generation-Skipping Trust, filed direct testimony on 

January 9, 2019. Charles H. Midgely filed direct testimony on behalf of Plains Marketing, 

L.P. and Plains Pipeline, L.P. (together, Plains Pipeline) on 
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January 10, 2019. Albert Mendoza filed direct testimony on behalf of Oxy on 

January 10, 2019. Terry Burkes filed direct testimony on behalf of COG Operating LLC 

(Concho) on January 10, 2019. Other testimony was filed in the consolidated docket 

relating to the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project. 

11. In SOAH Order No. 3 issued on January 15, 2019, the SOAH Alls granted intervenor 

status to the following parties interested in the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities: Cross V Ranch, LP; Barbour, Inc.; Forrister; Plains Pipeline; and 

Concho. Other intervenors granted party status who only had an interest in the Bakersfield-

to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities were: MMSmithfield Family Limited 

Partnership, Ltd.; Pettus Czar, Ltd.; Atmos Pipeline-Texas; Esther Dudley, MMEX 

Resources CoToration; Domingo Perez; Brockett & McNeel LLP; Kevin Wilson; and 

Dale and Dorothy Smith. SOAH Order No. 3 also granted the City of Garland's motion to 

withdraw as a party to this case. 

12. On January 15, 2019, the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department filed a letter regarding the 

proposed transmission facilities and made various comments and recommendations. 

13. On January 18, 2019, Commission Staff filed an objection to and motion to strike portions 

of certain intervenors' direct testimony regarding: (1) electromagnetic fields and 

associated health concerns; (2) anticipated future uses of property or diminution in property 

values; and (3) construction-related transmission outages. Alternatively, Commission 

Staff requested that these portions of direct testimony be accorded appropriate evidentiary 

weight if found to be general statements of concern. 

14. On January 18, 2019, Oncor, AEP Texas, and LCRA filed a joint letter, in compliance with 

SOAH Order No. 3, identifying the intervenors who did not file direct testimony or a 

statement of position as of the date of the letter. 

15. In SOAH Order No. 4 issued on January 24, 2019, the SOAH ALJs identified intervenors 

who failed to file testimony or a statement of position by the January 10, 2019, deadline 

and proposed to remove these intervenors as parties to the proceeding. 

16. In SOAH Order No. 5 issued on January 30, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, which overruled 

Commission Staff's objections and denied the motion to strike but granted its alternative 
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request, determined that the challenged testimony would be considered intervenor 

statements of concern and given the appropriate evidentiary weight. 

17. On January 30, 2019, Commission Staff filed the direct testimony of its witness, 

David Bautista, regarding the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project. 

18. On February 4, 2019, Concho filed the cross-rebuttal testimony of Brent Lowery, and Oxy 

filed the cross-rebuttal testimony of Albert Mendoza. 

19. On February 6, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed the rebuttal testimony of Russell 

Marusak; Wilson Peppard; Thomas Reynolds, III; and Brenda Perkins. 

20. On February 6, 2019, Oncor, AEP Texas, and LCRA moved to admit the direct testimony 

of Brent Kawakami into the evidentiary record because there was no challenge to the need 

for either project. 

21. In SOAH Order No. 6 issued on February 8, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, which cancelled the 

need phase of the hearing on the merits, scheduled a prehearing conference in its place, and 

admitted into evidence Brent Kawakami's testimony supporting the need for both the Sand 

Lake-to-Solstice and Bakersfield-to-Solstice projects. 

22. On February 19, 2019, the hearing on the merits concerning routing of the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice proposed transmission line was held, at which the parties 

introduced their pre-filed testimony and other materials into evidence. Oncor, AEP Texas, 

and LCRA also filed a unanimous stipulation ageeing to the need for both the Bakersfield-

to-Solstice project and the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project, which was signed by all parties 

in the consolidated docket. 

23. In SOAH Order No. 9 issued on February 20, 2019, the SOAH ALJs dismissed the 

following parties from the consolidated docket for failure to file testimony or statements 

of position in accordance with the requirements of SOAH Order No. 2: Cross V. 1 

Ranch, L.P.; Domingo Perez; MMEX Resources Corporation; Ester Dudley; Kevin 

Wilson; and Brockett & McNeel LLP. 
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24. On February 21, 2019, the hearing on the merits concerning routing for the Sand 

Lake-to-Solstice project was held, at which the parties introduced their pre-filed testimony 

and other materials into evidence, and live testimony was presented. 

25. In SOAH Order No. 10 issued on February 22, 2019, the SOAH ALJs severed the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice project from consolidated Docket No. 48785 and remanding the 

application for the Bakersfield-to-Solstice project to the Commission to consider in light 

of the parties' settlement. 

26. Parties filed initial briefs on March 5 and 6, 2019, and reply briefs on March 12, 2019. 

27. On March 12, 2019, Concho filed a motion to admit landowner consent agreements and to 

keep the record open until March 19, 2019, to allow it time to receive and file additional 

landowner consent agreements. On the same date, Oxy filed a motion to admit landowner 

consent agreements and joined Concho in requesting that the record remain open until 

March 19, 2019. 

28. In SOAH Order No. 11 issued on March 13, 2019, the SOAH ALJs, granted Concho's and 

Oxy's motions to admit landowner consent agreements, extended the record close date to 

March 19, 2019, and required Concho, Oxy, and Plains Pipeline to file reports indicating 

which proposed modifications to routes 320 and 325 have received landowner consents. 

29. On March 19, 2019, Concho and Oxy filed a joint motion to admit additional landowner 

consents, but also reported that they had not yet obtained all landowner consents for their 

proposed modifications to routes 320 and 325. 

30. On March 19, 2019, Plains Pipeline filed a response to SOAH Order No. 11 in which it 

agreed to the relocation of Link B2. 

31. The evidentiary record closed in this docket on March 19, 2019. 

32. In SOAH Order No. 12 issued on March 25, 2019, the SOAH ALJs ladmitted Concho 

Exhibit 5 and Oxy Exhibit 7-2 filed on March 19, 2019. 

32A. On April 10, 2019, the SOAH ALJs issued a PFD. 
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32B. On April 23, 2019, Concho and Oxy filed a second joint motion to admit additional 

landowner consents, and reported that they had only obtained all landowner consents for 

their proposed modifications to links El and Fl on route 325. 

32C. On May 6, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed their motion to reopen the record and admit 

evidence regarding the cost of the proposed link B2 modification. 

32D. On June 5, 2019, Concho filed a motion to open the record and admit additional landowner 

consents, and reported that they had obtained all landowner consents for their proposed 

modifications to link Kll on route 325 and links J1 and J7 on route 320. 

32E. On June 13, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed their agreement on the proposed 

. transmission-line ownership-division point. 

32F. At the June 13, 2019 open meeting, the Commission reopened the record and admitted 

Oncor and AEP Texas's evidence on the cost for the link B2 modification and Concho's 

final landowner consents for its requested modification to link Kl 1 on route 325 and links 

J1 and J7 on route 320. 

Description of the Transmission Line 

33. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission line consists of a new 

double-circuit 345-kV line built on lattice steel tower structures, extending from Oncor's 

Sand-Lake switch station in Ward County to AEP Texas's Solstice-switch station in Pecos 

County. 

34. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project is 44.5 to 58.7 miles in length, depending on the selected 

route. 

35. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project also includes station work at the Sand Lake and Solstice 

switches. 

36. Oncor and AEP Texas will own, operate, and maintain their repective portions of the 

transmission line facilities including conductors, wires, structures, hardware, and 

easements. 

37. The application identified route 320 as the route that believe best meets the requirements 

of the Public Utility Regulatory Act and the Commission's rules. In addition, Oncor and 
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AEP Texas's application identified 28 other reasonable, feasible alternative routes, which 

Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff identified from among 408 preliminary alternative routes 

Halff developed in its environmental assessment and alternative route analysis filed with 

the application. 

38. The proposed routes are based on a right-of-way width of approximately 160 feet. None 

of the necessary rights of way have been acquired to date. 

39. Route 320 is approximately 44.5 miles in length and is the shortest alternative route. 

40. The estimated construction costs of the alternative routes range from 

approximately $98,220,000 to $126,903,000, excluding station costs. 

41. Route 320 is the least expensive alternative route and is $28,683,000 less expensive than 

the most expensive alternative route. 

42. All 29 routes identified in the application are viable, feasible, and reasonable from a land 

use, environmental, engineering, and cost perspective. 

43. Oncor and AEP Texas identified route 320 as the route that best addresses the 

Commission's routing criteria. 

Notice and Sufficiency of Application  

44. On November 7, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas provided written notice of the filing of the 

application, including a link table, route descriptions, and maps: (1) to each county 

government in which any portion of the proposed facilities may be located; (2) to each 

municipality within five miles of the proposed facilities; (3) to each neighboring utility 

service within five miles of the proposed facilities; (4) to the Texas Office of Public Utility 

Counsel; (5) to the United States Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse; (6) to 

certain pipeline owners or operators; and (7) by first-class mail to each owner of land as 

stated on current county tax roll that the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project will directly affect 

if the requested certificate is granted. Oncor and AEP Texas also provided a copy of the 

environmental assessment and alternative route analysis to the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department. 
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45. On November 20, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed an affidavit attesting to, among other 

things, their provision of a copy of the environmental assessment and alternative route 

analysis to the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and notice of the application to the 

Office of Public Utility Counsel, municipalities, counties, neighboring utilities, the 

Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse, and directly affected landowners. 

46. On November 26, 2018, Commission Staff recommended that Oncor and AEP Texas's 

application be deemed sufficient. 

47. On November 28, 2018, Oncor and AEP Texas filed an affidavit attesting to notice of the 

application being published on November 15, 2018, in newspapers having general 

circulation in the counties where the CCN is being requested, including the Monahans 

News (Ward County), the Fort Stockton Pioneer (Pecos County), and the Pecos Enterprise 

(Reeves County). 

48. On December 6, 2018, Commission Staff recommended that Oncor and AEP Texas's 

notice be deemed sufficient. 

49. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH ALJs found the application 

to be sufficient and materially complete. 

50. In SOAH Order No. 2 issued on December 10, 2018, the SOAH ALJs approved of Oncor 

and AEP Texas's provision of notice of the application in this proceeding. 

51. On January 14, 2019, Oncor and AEP Texas filed a supplemental affidavit attesting to re-

sent notices provided to certain directly affected landowners. 

52. In SOAH Order No. 4 issued on January 24, 2019, the SOAH ALJs approved Oncor and 

AEP Texas' supplemental notice affidavit as compliant with Commission rules. 

53. No party challenged the sufficiency of the application. 

Route Adequacy 

54. Oncor and AEP Texas, together with their routing consultant, Halff, developed, evaluated, 

and filed 29 geographically diverse alternative routes with the application. 

55. No party raised a route adequacy challenge. 
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56. The application's 29 geographically diverse routes are an adequate number of reasonably 

differentiated alternative routes to conduct a proper evaluation. 

Public Input 

57. To develop information on community values for the transmission facilities, Oncor and 

AEP Texas held a public meeting on August 15, 2018 for the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities in Pecos, Texas, in accordance with 16 Texas 

Administrative Code (TAC) § 22.52. 

58. Oncor and AEP Texas mailed 775 individual written notices of the public meeting to all 

owners of property within 500 feet of the centerline of each preliminary alternative link. 

59. Oncor, on behalf of itself and AEP Texas, provided the Department of Defense Siting 

Clearinghouse with notice of the public meeting. 

60. On August 9, 2018, notice of the public meeting was published in the Fort Stockton 

Pioneer, a local newspaper of general circulation in Pecos County; the Monahans News, a 

local newspaper of general circulation in Ward County; and the Pecos Enterprise, a local 

newspaper of general circulation in Reeves County. 

61. Nine people signed in as attending the public meeting, including one member of the local 

media and one local official. 

62. Attendees of the public meeting were provided questionnaires. One person submitted a 

questionnaire at the public meeting and electronic data was received from the local official 

attendee after the meeting. 

63. The public feedback Oncor and AEP Texas received from the public meeting and from 

local, state, and federal agencies was evaluated and considered in determining the routes 

to be included in the application. Based on input, comments, information received at and 

following the public meeting, and additional analyses conducted by Oncor, 'AEP Texas, 

and Halff, revisions were made to the preliminary alternative route analysis. 

64. On September 17, 2018, the Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse informed Oncor 

and AEP Texas that its informal review concluded that the Sand Lake to Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities would have minimal impact on military operations in the area. 
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65. Based on information Halff received from the public involvement program, in consultation 

with Oncor and AEP Texas, and subsequent reconnaissance surveys, portions of 36 

existing preliminary route links were modified, and several were divided for a net increase 

of five alternative links. 

Adequacy of Existing Service and Need for the Transmission Line  

66. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are needed to: (1) support load 

growth in the Far West Texas area; (2) address reliability violations under Electric 

Reliability Council of Texas, Inc. (ERCOT) reliability criteria and North American Electric 

Reliability Corporation (NERC) reliability standards; and (3) provide the infrastructure 

necessary to facilitate future transmission system expansion to continue to support that load 

growth. 

67. The Far West Texas area is experiencing rapidly growing load due primarily to oil and 

natural gas production, processing, and transportation, as well as associated economic 

expansion. On the nearby Culberson Loop transmission lines, between 2012 and 2017 the 

load rose from 29.3 megawatts (MW) to 246.4 MW. 

68. Based solely on actual load increases for Oncor substations and confirmed customer load 

increases (based on financially committed customer contracts), loads on the Culberson 

Loop lines are expected to increase significantly, with projected 2019 non-coincident 

summer peak load on these lines of 902 MW, and ultimately 1,549 MW of projected 

non-coincident summer peak load on these lines by 2022. 

69. If the load projection parameters are expanded to take into account pending requests that 

are currently being studied and contractually negotiated between Oncor and customers, 

there is a probable likelihood of even further growth for non-coincident summer peak 

loads. Current projections estimate that, the non-coincident summer peak load will grow 

to 1,406 MW by 2020; 1,563 MW by 2021; and 1,639 MW by 2022. 

70. In April 2016, Oncor and AEP Texas submitted a suite of projects known as the Far West 

Texas Project for review by ERCOT' s Regional Planning Group, an independent 

organization under PURA § 39.151. 
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71. ERCOT performed steady state and dynamic stability power flow studies during its review 

of the Far West Texas Project and found multiple violations under NERC Reliability 

Standard TPL-001-4. 

72. When reviewing the Far West Texas Project, ERCOT's steady state analysis identified the 

following violations: thermal violations on multiple lines in the Barilla Junction Area under 

single contingencies in both of the generation cases it studied; unsolvable contingencies; 

and various voltage violations and unacceptable voltage deviations in the Culberson Loop 

under one or both cases studied. 

73. ERCOT conducted detailed analyses and tests of four short-listed options. In June 2017, 

ERCOT's Board of Directors endorsed construction of, among other things, a new 345-kV 

transmission line extending from Bakersfield to Solstice, to be built by LCRA and AEP 

Texas on double-circuit-capable 345-kV structures with one 345-kV circuit initially 

installed, and expansion of Solstice to include the installation of a 345-kV ring-bus 

arrangement with two 600 MVA, 345/138-kV autotransformers. 

74. In February 2018, Oncor submitted a suite of projects known as the Far West Texas 

Project 2 to ERCOT's Regional Planning Group. 

75. ERCOT conducted a review of the Far West Texas Project 2, found multiple reliability 

violations under NERC Reliability Standard TPL-001-4, and conducted detailed analyses 

of three short-listed options. In June 2018, ERCOT's Board of Directors endorsed 

construction of, among other things, a variation of the proposed Far West Texas Project 2 

to include the Sand Lake-to-Solstice double-circuit 345-kV line, expansion of the Sand 

Lake switch and additions at the Solstice switch, and a second circuit on the 

Bakersfield-to-Solstice line, and it endorsed them as tier 1 transmission projects needed to 

support the reliability of the ERCOT transmission system. Further, ERCOT's Board of 

Directors endorsed the proposed transmission facilities as critical to the reliability of the 

ERCOT transmission system under 16 TAC § 25.101(b)(3)(D). 

76. The Commission's certification rule, 16 TAC § 25.101(b)(3)(A)(ii)(I), states that 

ERCOT's recommendation must be given great weight in determining the need for a 

proposed transmission line project. 
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77. As approved by ERCOT, the Far West Texas Project 2 includes the following components 

relevant to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project: (i) expansion of the Sand Lake switch station 

to install two new 600 MVA, 345/138-kV autotransformers as well as additions at the 

Solstice switch station; and (ii) construction of an approximately 40-mile, 345-kV 

transmission line on double-circuit structures, with two circuits in place between Sand Lake 

and Solstice. 

78. During the course of its reviews, ERCOT evaluated numerous alternatives based on 

variations of different transmission solutions before endorsing the proposed transmission 

facilities as components of ERCOT's overall recommended transmission solution. 

79. ERCOT used cost and reliability performance comparisons to further narrow its analysis 

to several short-listed options to resolve the identified NERC violations, each of which 

included the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities. 

80. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will facilitate robust wholesale 

competition by facilitating the delivery of economical electric power at 345-kV from 

existing and future generation resources located both inside and outside of the project study 

areas to existing and future electric customers in those areas. 

81. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice project is not proposed to interconnect new transmission service 

customers. 

82. Electric customers within the area of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project and other customers 

in the ERCOT system will benefit from the improved transmission system reliability and 

capacity provided by the proposed transmission facilities. 

83. Voltage upgrades, conductor bundling, and additional transformers were each considered 

and rejected as inadequate alternatives. 

, 84. Distribution alternatives to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities were 

considered and rejected because they would not improve the reliability and operational 

capability of the transmission system in the area. 
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85. All existing transmission facilities in the study areas were constructed and operate 

at 138-kV, and serve customers directly; thus, upgrading of voltage would require all 

customers and existing stations to be rebuilt to be served from 345-kV facilities. 

86. Conductor bundling would not address the reliability and operational issues under the 

contingencies of concern because any bundled circuits would necessarily be located on the 

same structures as the existing 138-kV lines in the area. Additionally, bundling conductors 

does not provide bi-directional looped service capability, which is needed to address the 

reliability and operational flexibility for existing and future customers. 

87. Adding transformers would not address the reliability and operational issues under the 

contingency of concern because new 345-138-kV transformers within the Culberson Loop 

would still be served from the planned Odessa EHV-to-RivertoWMoss-to-Riverton 345-kV 

transmission line. 

88. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will address critical reliability 

issues resulting from rapid load growth in an area of oil and natural gas development and 

associated economic expansion; more specifically, the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project will 

support load growth in the area, address reliability violations under ERCOT protocols and 

NERC reliability standards, and provide infrastructure necessary to facilitate future 

transmission system expansion, all of which will improve service for new and existing 

customers in the area. 

89. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will deliver 345-kV 

transmission to an area that is not currently served at this voltage. 

90. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are the best way to ensure 

adequate voltage in the Far West Texas area based on considerations of engineering, 

efficiency, reliability, costs, and benefits. 

91. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will improve transmission 

service in the Far West Texas area. 

92. No party has challenged the need for the proposed transmission facilities, and a unanimous 

stipulation concerning the need for the facilities was admitted into evidence. 
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Effect of Granting Certificate on Other Utilities 

93. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will not adversely affect service 

by other utilities in the area and will improve system reliability and capacity in the area. 

Estimated Costs 

94. The estimated costs for the alternative routes range from $98,220,000 to $126,903,000, 

excluding station costs. 

95. Oncor estimates the project-related modifications at the Sand Lake switch will cost 

approximately $17.6 million. AEP Texas estimates the project-related modifications to the 

Solstice switch will cost approximately $10.1 million for upgrades to interconnect the 

transmission line from Sand Lake. 

96. Oncor intends to finance its portion of the transmission facilities with a combination of 

debt and equity in compliance with its authorized capital structure. 

97. AEP Texas intends to finance its portion of the transmission facilities with a combination 

of debt and equity. 

Routes 

98. Route 320 is estimated to cost $98,220,000, excluding station costs, which is the least 

expensive of the alternative routes and $28,683,000 less than the most expensive 

alternative route filed with the application. 

99. Route 320 is 44.5 miles long and consists of links A, B2, B3, C2, D2, F3, G4, G51, 12, J1, 

J7, Ll , and Z. 

100. Three other routes were addressed in testimony and at the hearing on the merits. Excluding 

substation costs, route 41 would cost $99,818,000 and is 45.7 miles in length; route 324 

would cost $105,272,000 and is 47.2 miles in length; and route 325 would 

cost $116,382,000 and is 53.7 miles in length. 

101. Oxy and Concho proposed modifications to routes 325 and 320, but they had not obtained 

landowner consents from all landowners to implement those modifications as of 

March 19, 2019, when the record closed in this docket. 
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Prudent Avoidance 

102. Prudent avoidance is defined in 16 TAC § 25.101(a)(6) as the "limiting of exposures to 

electric and rnagnetic fields that can be avoided with reasonable investments of money and 

effort." 

103. The geatest number of habitable structures within 500 feet of the centerline of any 

alternative route is 66, and the least number of habitable structures within 500 feet of the 

centerline of any alternative route is two. 

104. Route 320 has 38 habitable structures within 500 feet of the centerline, of which 34 are 

mobile living or office units that are temporarily in place and appear to have no permanent 

foundations or permanent utilities in place. 

105. All of the alternative routes presented in the application, including route 320, conform to 

the Commission's policy of prudent avoidance as they reflect the limiting of exposure to 

electric and magnetic fields that can be avoided with reasonable investments of money and 

effort. 

106. A modification to link B2 on route 320, proposed and agreed to by Plains Pipeline, would 

bisect the western turn in that link, and result in 12 of 36 habitable structures otherwise on 

that link being more than 500 feet from the centerline of the modified link. 

Community Values 

107. The majority of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice project area consists of rural, undeveloped land 

used primarily for oil and gas production, livestock grazing, and irrigated crop production. 

108. None of the identified routes traverse a heavily populated residential area. Whenever 

possible, Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff avoided identifying alternative route links near 

habitable structures. 

109. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities comport with the community 

values for the area it encompasses. 
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Using or Paralleling Compatible Rights-of-Way 

110. In developing alternative routes, Oncor and AEP Texas took into account the use of the 

paralleling of existing right-of-way, apparent property boundaries, and natural or cultural 

features. 

111. The alternative routes are adjacent to and parallel existing transmission lines, other existing 

right-of-way, and apparent property lines from 17.3% to 48.7% of the length of the route. 

112. Route 320 is parallel to existing compatible corridors, including existing transmission 

lines, public roads and highways, railroads, and apparent property boundaries, for 27.2% 

of its length. 

Engineering Constraints 

113. The area encompassing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities is 

undergoing rapid development in energy infrastructure. 

Radio Towers and Other Electronic Installations 

114. There are no commercial AM radio transmitters within 10,000 feet of the centerline of 

route 320. 

115. There are no known FM, microwave, and other electronic installations located within 2,000 

feet of the centerline of route 320. One such installation is located within 2,000 feet of the 

centerline of route 325, and two such installations are located within 2,000 feet of the 

centerline of route 324. 

Airstrips and Airports 

116. The number of Federal Aviation Administration-registered airports with at least one 

runway more than 3,200 feet in length within 20,000 feet of the centerline of the alternative 

routes ranges from zero to two. 

117. There are no Federal Aviation Administration-registered airports with at least one runway 

more than 3,200 feet in length within 20,000 feet of the centerlines of route 320, 41, 324, 

or 325. 

118. There are no private airstrips within 10,000 feet of the centerline of any of the alternative 

routes. 
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119. There are no heliports within 5,000 feet of the centerline of any of the alternative routes. 

Irrization Systems 

120. With the exception of routes 370 and 404, none of the alternative routes, including 

route 320, impact any agricultural cropland with mobile irrigation systems. 

Recreational and Park Areas 

121. None of the alternative routes, including route 320, directly cross any park or recreational 

areas. 

122. No parks or recreational areas are located within 1,000 feet of the centerline of any of the 

alternative routes, including route 320. 

123. No significant impacts to the use of parks or recreation facilities located within the study 

area are anticipated from any of the alternative routes, including route 320. 

Historical and Archaeolozical Values 

124. The number of recorded cultural resource sites crossed by an alternative route ranges from 

zero to two. 

125. Routes 320, 41, and 324 do not cross any recorded cultural resource sites. 

126. Route 325 crosses one recorded cultural resource. 

127. No significant impacts to historical and archaeological values are anticipated from 

route 320. 

Aesthetic Values 

128. The length of the route within the foreground visual zone of United States and state 

highways of the alternative routes ranges from 14,222 to 32,979 feet. 

129. Routes 320, 41, and 324 each have 20,298 feet within the foreground visual zone of United 

States and state highways. 

130. Route 325 has 32,979 feet within the foreground visual zone of United States and state 

highways. 
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Environmental Intezrity 

131. The environmental assessment and alternative route analysis analyzed the possible impacts 

of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities on numerous different 

environmental factors. 

132. Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff appropriately performed an evaluation of the impacts of the 

Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities on the environment, including 

endangered and threatened species. 

133. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas minimize the amount of flora and fauna 

disturbed during construction of the transmission facilities. 

134. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas re-vegetate cleared and disturbed areas using 

native species and consider landowner preferences in doing so. 

135. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas avoid, to the maximum extent reasonably 

possible, causing adverse environmental impacts to sensitive plant and animal species and 

their habitats as identified by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

136. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas implement erosion control measures and return 

each affected landowner's property to its original contours and grades unless otherwise 

agreed to by the landowners. It is not appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas restore 

original contours and grades where different contours and grades are necessary to ensure 

the safety or stability of any transmission line's structures or the safe operation and 

maintenance of the transmission lines. 

137. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas exercise extreme care to avoid affecting 

non-targeted vegetation or animal life when using chemical herbicides to control vegetation 

within the right-of-way, and such herbicide use must comply with the rules and guidelines 
, 

established in the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and with Texas 

Department of Agriculture regulations. 

138. It is appropriate that Oncor and AEP Texas use best management practices to minimize the 

potential impact to migatory birds and threatened or endangered species. 
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139. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are not anticipated to 

significantly adversely affect populations of any federally-listed endangered or threatened 

species. 

140. No significant impacts to geological resources, hydrological resources, wetland resources, 

ecological resources, endangered and threatened species, land use, or environmental 

integrity are anticipated because of the construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities. 

Probable Improvement of Service or Lowerink of Consumer Cost 

141. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are needed to satisfy reliability 

and load growth issues in the project area, and it will result in improved service to electric 

customers for the reasons described in the findings of fact addressing the need for the Sand 

Lake to Solstice proposed transmission facilities. 

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's Comments and Other Environmental 
Recommendations 

142. On January 15, 2019, the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department filed a letter making 

various comments and recommendations regarding the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed 

transmission facilities. 

143. Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's comment letter addressed issues relating to impacts 

on ecology and the environment, but did not consider the other factors the Commission and 

utilities must consider in CCN applications. 

144. Oncor, AEP Texas, and Halff have taken into consideration the recommendations offered 

by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department. 

144A. No modifications to the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are required 

because of the recommendations and comments made by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

DepartMent. 

145. Halff relied on habitat descriptions from various sources, including the Texas Natural 

Diversity Database and other sources provided by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department, along with observations from field reconnaissance, to determine whether 

habitat for some species is present in the area encompassing the transmission facilities. 

69 



PUC Docket No. 48785 Order Page 21 of 28 
SOAH Docket No. 473-19-1265 

146. Once the Commission approves a route, Oncor and AEP Texas can each undertake on-the-

ground measures to identify potential endangered or threatened species' habitats and 

respond appropriately. 

147. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will use avoidance and mitigation procedures to 

comply with laws protecting federally listed species. 

148. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will revegetate the new right-of-way as necessary and 

according to Oncor's and AEP Texas's vegetation management practices, the storm water 

pollution prevention plan developed for construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities, and, in many instances, landowner preferences or 

requests. 

149. Oncor's and AEP Texas's standard vegetation removal, construction, and maintenance 

practices adequately mitigate concems expressed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department. 

150. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will use appropriate avian protection procedures. 

151. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will comply with all environmental laws and 

regulations, including those governing threatened and endangered species. 

152. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will comply with all applicable regulatory 

requirements in constructing the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities, 

including any applicable requirements under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

153. Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will coordinate with the United States Fish and 

Wildlife Service and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department if threatened or endangered 

species' habitats are identified during field surveys. 

154. Environmental permitting and mitigation measures are determined after a route is approved 

by the Commission and on-the-ground surveys are coinpleted for the route. Should 

construction affect federally-listed species or their habitat or affect water under the 

jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers or the Texas Commission on 

Environmental Quality, Oncor and AEP Texas each stated it will coordinate with the 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, United States Army Corps of Engineers, and the 
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality as appropriate to coordinate permitting and 

any required mitigation. 

155. The standard mitigation requirements included in the ordering paragraphs in this Order, 

coupled with Oncor's and AEP Texas's current practices, are reasonable measures for a 

transmission service provider to undertake when constructing a transmission line and are 

sufficient to address the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department's comments and 

recommendations. 

Permits 

156. Before beginning construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission 

facilities, it is appropriate for Oncor and AEP Texas to each conduct a field assessment of 

each utility's portion of the transmission line to identify water resources, cultural resources, 

potential migratory bird issues, and threatened and endangered-species' habitats impacted 

as a result of the transmission line. As a result of these assessments, Oncor and AEP Texas 

will each identify any additional permits that are necessary, will consult any required 

agencies, will obtain all necessary permits, and will comply with the relevant permit 

conditions during construction and operation of their respective portions of the 

transmission line. 

Coastal Management Program  

157. Under 16 TAC § 25.102(a), the Commission may gant a certificate for the construction of 

generating or transmission facilities within the coastal boundary only when it finds that the 

proposed facilities are consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the Coastal 

Management Program or that the proposed facilities will not have any direct and significant 

impacts on any of the applicable coastal natural resource areas. 

158. No part of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities are located within 

the boundary of the Coastal Management Program as defined in 31 TAC § 501.3(b). 

Effect on the State's Renewable Energy Goal 

159. The Texas Legislature established a goal in PURA § 39.904(a) for 10,000 megawatts of 

renewable capacity to be installed in Texas by January 1, 2025. This goal has already been 

met. 
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160. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities will not adversely affect the 

goal for renewable energy development established in PURA § 39.904(a). 

Limitation of Authority 

161. It is reasonable and appropriate for a CCN order not to be valid indefinitely because it is 

issued based on the facts known at the time of issuance. 

162. Seven years is a reasonable and appropriate limit to place on the authority granted in this 

Order to construct the transmission facilities. 

11. Conclusions of Law 

1. Oncor is a public utility as defined in PURA § 11.004 and an electric utility as defined in 

PURA § 31.002(6). 

2. AEP Texas is a public utility as defined in PURA § 11.004 and an electric utility as defined 

in PURA § 31.002(6). 

3. Oncor and AEP Texas each must obtain the approval of the Commission to construct the 

proposed transmission facilities and provide service to the public using those facilities. 

3A. PURA § 37.0541 required the consolidation of this proceeding (the application to amend 

Oncor's and AEP Texas's CNNs for construction of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

transmission line) with a separate proceeding (the application in Docket No. 48787 to 

amend LCRA's and AEP Texas's CCNs for construction of the Bakersfield-to-Solstice 

transmission line) because the two lines share a common point of intersection. 

4. The application is sufficient under 16 TAC § 22.75(d). 

5. This docket was processed in accordance with the requirements of PURA, the 

Administrative Procedure Act,3  and the Commission's rules. 

6. Oncor and AEP Texas each provided proper notice of the application in compliance wifh 

PURA § 37.054 and 16 TAC § 22.52(a). 

3  Administrative Procedure Act, Tex. Gov't Code §§ 2001.001—.902. 
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7. Additional notice of the modified routes is not required under 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(3)(c). 

Oncor and AEP Texas are required to provide notice under 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(6). 

8. Oncor and AEP Texas each provided notice of the public open house meeting in 

compliance with 16 TAC § 22.52(a)(4). 

9. The Sand Lake-to-Solstice proposed transmission facilities using route 320, with a 

modifications to link B2, J1 and J7 are necessary for the service, accommodation, 

convenience, or safety of the public within the meaning of PURA § 37.056(a). 

10. The Texas Coastal Management Program does not apply to any of the transmission 

facilities proposed in the application, and the requirements of 16 TAC § 25.102 do not 

apply to the application. 

11. [Deleted] 

12. The Commission has jurisdiction and authority over this matter under PURA §§ 14.001, 

32.001, 37.051, 37.053, 37.054, and 37.056. 

13. SOAH has jurisdiction to conduct a hearing on the merits and to prepare a proposal for 

decision under PURA § 14.053 and Texas Government Code §§ 2003.021 and 2003.049. 

14. The hearing on the merits was set, and notice of the hearing was provided, in compliance 

with PURA § 37.054 and Texas Government Code §§ 2001.051 and 2001.052. 

15. [Deleted] 

III. Ordering Paragraphs 

In accordance with these findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Commission issues 

the following orders: 

1. The Commission adopts the proposal for decision, including findings of fact and conclusions 

of law, except as discussed in this Order. 

2. The Commission approves the construction and operation of the Sand Lake-to-Solstice 

proposed transmission facilities, as specified in this Order on route 320, comprised of the 

following links: A, B2, B3, C2, D2, F3, G4, G51, 12, J1, J7, LI, Z, with the modification 
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to link B2 as recommended in the PFD and the modification to links J1 and J7 proposed 

by Concho (as reflected in Concho exhibit 2, page 15). 

3. The Commission amends Oncor's CCN number 30158 to include the construction and 

operation of the transmission facilities requested along links A, B2 modified, C2, D2, F3, 

and G4, including the dead-end structure located at the node between the links G4 and G51 

and labeled as the Sand Lake-to-Solstice terminus that will establish a new 

interconnections between Oncor and AEP Texas. 

4. The Commission amends AEP Texas's CCN number 30170 to include the construction 

and operation of the transmission facilities requested along links Z, Ll , J7 modified, J1 

modified, 12 and G51, excluding the dead-end structure located at the node between the 

links G4 and G51 and labeled as the Sand Lake-to-Solstice terminus.. 

5. The Commission limits the authority granted by this Order to a period of seven years from 

the date the order is signed unless the Sand Lake-to-Solstice transmission line is 

commercially energized before that time. 

6. If Oncor or AEP Texas or their contractors encounter any archaeological artifacts or other 

cultural resources during project construction, work must cease immediately in the vicinity 

of the artifact or resource and the discovery must be reported to the Texas Historical 

Commission. In that situation, Oncor and AEP Texas each must take action as directed by 

the Texas Historical Commission. 

7. Oncor and AEP Texas each must follow the procedures to protect raptors and migratory 

birds as outlined in the following publications: Reducing Avian Collisions with Power 

Lines: State of the Art in 2012, Edison Electric Institute and Avian Power Line Interaction 

Committee (APLIC); Washington, D.C. 2012; Suggested Practices for Avian Protection 

on Power Lines, The State of the Art in 2006, Edison Electric Institute, APLIC and the 

California Energy Commission, Washington, DC and Sacrailnento, CA, 2006; and the 

Avian Protection Plan Guidelines, APLIC and United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 

April 2005. Oncor and AEP Texas each must take precautions to avoid disturbing occupied 

nests and take steps to minimize the impact of construction on migratory birds during the 

nesting season of the migatory bird species identified in the area of construction. 
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8. Oncor and AEP Texas each must exercise extreme care to avoid affecting non-targeted 

vegetation or animal life when using chemical herbicides to control vegetation within 

rights-of-way. Oncor and AEP Texas each must ensure that the use of chemical herbicides 

to control vegetation within the rights-of-way complies with the rules and guidelines 

established in the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and with Texas 

Department of Agriculture regulations. 

9. Oncor and AEP Texas each must minimize the amount of flora and fauna disturbed during 

construction of the transmission line, except to the extent necessary to establish appropriate 

right-of-way clearance for the transmission line. In addition, Oncor and AEP Texas each 

must re-vegetate using native species and must consider landowner preferences and 

wildlife needs in doing so. Furthermore, to the maximum extent practical, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must avoid adverse environmental impact to sensitive plant and animal species 

and their habitats, as identified by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

10. Oncor and AEP Texas each must implement erosion control measures as appropriate. 

Erosion control measures may include inspection of the right-of-way before and during 

construction to identify erosion areas and implement special precautions as determined 

reasonable to minimize the impact of vehicular traffic over the areas. Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must return each affected landowner's property to its original contours and 

grades unless otherwise agreed to by the landowner or the landowner's representative. 

Neither Oncor nor AEP Texas will be required to restore original contours and grades 

where a different contour or grade is necessary to ensure the safety or stability of the 

structures or the safe operation and maintenance of the line. 

1 1. Oncor and AEP Texas each must use best management practices to minimize the potential 

impact to migratory birds and threatened or lendangered species. I 

12. Oncor and AEP Texas each must cooperate with directly affected landowners to implement 

minor deviations in the approved route to minimize the impact of the proposed transmission 

line facilities. Any minor deviations in the approved route must only directly affect 

• 
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landowners who received notice of the transmission line in accordance with 16 TAC 

§ 22.52(a)(3) and landowners that have agreed to the minor deviation. 

13. Due to the specific circumstances related to the Permian Basin and in the area of the 

proposed transmission facilities in particular, Oncor and AEP Texas are each permitted to 

deviate from the approved route in any instance in which the deviation would be more than 

a minor deviation, but only if the following two condition are met. First, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must receive consent from all landowners who would be affected by the 

deviation regardless of whether the affected landowner received notice of or participated 

in this proceeding. Second, the deviation must result in a reasonably direct path toward 

the terminus of the line and not cause an unreasonable increase in cost or delay the project. 

Unless these two conditions are met, this paragraph does not authorize either Oncor or AEP 

Texas to deviate from the approved route. 

14. Oncor and AEP Texas each must conduct surveys, if not already completed, to identify 

metallic pipelines that could be affected by the transmission line and coordinate with 

pipeline owners in modeling and analyzing potential hazards because of alternating-current 

interference affecting pipelines being paralleled. 

15. If possible, and subject to the other provisions of this Order, Oncor and AEP Texas each 

must prudently implement appropriate final design for the transmission lines to avoid being 

subject to the FAA's notification requirements. If required by federal law, Oncor and AEP 

Texas each must notify and work with the FAA to ensure compliance with applicable 

federal laws and regulations. Neither Oncor nor AEP Texas are authorized to deviate 

materially from this Order to meet the FAA's recommendations or requirements. If a 

material change would be necessary to comply with the FAA's recommendations or 

requirements, Oncor and AEP Texas each must file an application to amend their CCNs as 

necessary. 1 

 

16. Oncor and AEP Texas each must identify any additional permits that are necessary, each 

must consult any required agencies (such as the United States Army Corps of Engineers 

and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service), each must obtain all necessary 
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environmental permits, and each must comply with the relevant conditions during 

construction and operation of the proposed transmission facilities. 

17. Oncor and AEP Texas each must include the transmission facilities approved by this Order 

on their monthly construction progress reports before the start of construction to reflect the 

final estimated cost and schedule in accordance with 16 TAC § 25.83(b). In addition, 

Oncor and AEP Texas each must provide final construction costs, with any necessary 

explanation for cost variance, after completion of construction when all costs have been 

identified. 

18. The Commission denies all other motions, and any other requests for general or specific 

relief, if not expressly granted. 

1, A 
Signed at Austin, Texas the 4,1A9 "Bay of June 2019. 

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF TEXAS 

LL(fL41-7-01.4)4 
DEANN T. WALKER, CHAIRMAN 

ci177 r  22________  
ARTHUR C. D'ANDREA, COMMISSIONER 

to f.2.4.—

 

SHELLY BOTKIN, COMMISSIONER 
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Pecos County, TX Sand Lake to Solstice Last Update October 22, 2018 
Reeves County, TX 345kv Transmission Line 
Ward County, TX 

ROUTES SEGMENT TRACT 

HABITABLE 

STRUCTURE LAST NAME FIRST NAME ATTN TO/CARE OF. ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP 

    

BRAZOS MIDSTREAM OPERATING, LLC 

  

3017 West 7th Street, Suite 300 Fort Worth TX 76107 

    

CAPROCK PERMIAN NAT GAS TRAN LLC 

  

5810 Wilson Road Humble TX 77396 

    

CHEVRON U. S A INC 

  

1400 Smith Street Houston TX 77002 

    

DELAWARE BASIN JV GATHERING LLC 

  

1201 Lake Robins Drive The Woodlands TX 77380 

    

EAGLECLAW MIDSTREAM VENTURES, LLC 

  

500 West Illinois, Suite 700 Midland TX 79701 

    

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO, L L C 

  

1001 Louisiana Street, Suite 1000 Houston TX 77002 

    

ENERGY TRANSFER COMPANY 

  

1300 Main Street Houston TX 77002 

    

ENTERPRISE PRODUCTS OPERATING LLC 

  

9420 West Sam Houston Parkway Houston rx 77064 

    

EPIC CONSOLIDATED OPS, LLC 

  

18615 Tuscany Stone San Antonio TX 78258 

    

EPIC Y-GRADE PIPELINE, LP 

  

18615 Tuscany Stone San Antonio TX 78258 

    

MAGELLAN PIPELINE COMPANY, L P 

  

1 Williams Center, OTC-8 Tulsa OK 74172 

    

NOBLE MIDSTREAM SERVICES, LLC 

  

1001 Noble Energy Way Houston TX 77070 

    

NOBLE MIDSTREAM SERVICES, LLC 

  

1001 Noble Energy Way Houston TX 77070 

    

ONEOK WESTEX TRANSMISSION, L L C 

  

100 West 5th Street Tulsa OK 74103 

    

ORYX DELAWARE OIL TRANSPORT LLC 

  

4000 North Big Stream, Suite 400 !Welland TX 79705 

    

OM SO DELAWARE OGT LLC 

  

4000 North Big Stream, Suite 400 Midland TX 79705 

    

OXY USA WTP LP 

  

5 Greenway Plaza, Suite 110 Houston n 77046 

    

PLAINS PIPELINE L P 

  

10 Desta Drive, Suite 550E Midland Tx 79705 

    

SARAGOSA FIELD SERVICES, LLC 

  

4849 Greenville Ave , Suite 1600 Dallas TX 75206 

    

TARGA MIDSTREAM SERVICES LLC 

  

811 Loinsiana, Suite 2100 Houston TX 77002 

    

VAQUERO PERMIAN GATHERING LLC 

  

1790 Hughes Landing Blvd , Suite 

475 The Woodlands TX 77380 

1 of 1 
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